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A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondylis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondylis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 



in 


English 


Everyone has equal rights to a delusion, 
since not everyone has the same ability or the 
same courage in attaining knowledge 






"When one reaches the Summit of Human Thought , 
everything else (apart from Homer) can seem like a 

Waste of Time " (C F ) 


This site is dedicated to making some of Panagiotis (Panajotis) Kondylis's 
voluminous work available in English. 


Those who know Kondylis's writings well in either German or Greek will 
appreciate that Kondylis (1943-1998) produced books and articles of 
unparallelled value in relation to the history of ideas, and in particular the 
European Enlightenment; general or macro social theory; the theory of 
knowledge; conservatism and political terminology emanating from Europe 
including during the 19th century; liberal modernism and mass-democratic 
"postmodernism"; the theory of war; international affairs; as well as in 
relation to a number of other more specialised topics. 


[Some conclusions after nearly 20 years of translating Panagiotis Kondylis into English and reading what others 
have translated and commented regarding his work: 

1) No text can adequately, let alone fully, represent Kondylis unless it has been written by Kondylis 
himself. That is why Kondylis stated that he never considered giving someone else his own work 
to translate. 

2) My translations constitute some kind of first (major) step in translating Kondylis into English - at 
best. 

3) The next necessary major step is for a team of German and English-language scholars (historians, 
sociologists, political scientists, philologists, "philosophers" et al.) to work on any attempted 
“final” English translation (this is a very unlikely occurrence given that e.g. Otto Brunner, Werner 
Conze, Reinhart Koselleck (Hrsg.), Geschichtliche Grundbegriffe (Basic Historical Concepts) has 
never been translated into English when it should have been many years ago). 

4) Any commentary on Kondylis’s work, including very long-winded and grossly verbose 
commentaries which purport to say something profound but in essence are saying something 
already said much more incisively by Kondylis himself, is ultimately superfluous. Kondylis’s 
books, whether long or short, are complete in and of themselves (at least up to the time of being 
published, but often, if not always, for all time). 



5) Translating Kondylis or writing about Kondylis almost invariably amounts to a luxury not earned. 

I especially thank G. Horst for “opening my eyes” to some home truths (of which I was at least vaguely aware 
but had not yet fully articulated) in her austere but ultimately kind manner. 

C.F., Nov. 2017] 


ANYONE CONNECTING KONDYLIS'S THOUGHT AND WORK WITH A PARTICULAR POLITICS 
AND IDEOLOGY IS EITHER IGNORANT AND OR ACTING IN BAD FAITH. ALL ADMIRERS OF 
KONDYLIS REJECT ABSOLUTELY ANY ASSOCIATION BETWEEN KONDYLIS'S WORK AND 
PARTISAN POLITICS AND IDEOLOGIES. AN AT LEAST BASIC UNDERSTANDING OF KONDYLIS 
REQUIRES FAMILIARISATION WITH HIS CORE BOOKS AND ARTICLES, AND AT THIS STAGE, 
SUCH FAMILIARISATION CAN ONLY OCCUR IN EITHER GERMAN OR GREEK. 


“The sometimes frustrating extent and the detail or thoroughness of my 
historical works is due to my endeavour to make evident the fertility of the 
methodological approach in the apprehension of entireties. Only when a 
whole is interpreted gaplessly (i.e. completely) can one be convinced to 
some degree of the validity and matter-of-factness of the interpretation, 
whereas normative and content-related bias as a rule accompanies the 
selective handling of the material (i.e. subject matter). This implies that a 
refutation of my results can be legitimised only on the basis of an at least 
just as comprehensive analysis of the material”. 

Kondylis’s "core" books and articles: 

History of Ideas 

1) The Enlightenment in the framework of new-times rationalism ( Die 
Aufklarung in Rahmen des neuzeitlichen Rationalismus (1981) -'O 
EhpooTiaiKoq Atatpcoxiopoq (1987)) 

2) The new-times critique of metaphysics ( Die neuzeitliche 
Metaphysikkritik (1990) - 'H KpmKf| xfjq psxacpuoucfjt; axr] veoxepri 

CJKS\|/r| [Greek text Parts I - III by Kondylis] (1983) [Part IV; 2012 Greek text not by Kondylis]) 

3) The Introductions to: Der Philosoph und die Lust [= The philosopher and pleasure] (1991), 
and, Der Philosoph und die Macht [= The philosopher and power] (1992), and the article: 
“Utopia and historical action (Utopie und geschichtliches Handeln)” (1993) - 'H f)5ovf|, f] 
iaxoq, f] oikoTua (1992) 



4) The article/"Epilogue" on Carl Schmitt (1995 German; 1994 Greek) and the two short 
books on Montesquieu (1996 German; 1994 Greek), and, Karl Marx and ancient Greece 
(1987 German; 1984 Greek), are also too brilliant not to mention... 


General Social Theory fSocial 

Ontology!/Historv/Sociologv/Culture/Anthropology 

The Political and Man ( Das Politische und der Mensch (1999) - To IIokixtKo 
mi 6 ’AvGpooTioq [Greek text not by Kondyiis] (2007)) [The Political and Man. 

Basic Features of Social Ontology (Das Politische und der Mensch. 
Grundziige der Sozialontologie) was initially planned as a trilogy 
comprising: Volume (Band) I Social Relation, Understanding, Rationality 
(Soziale Beziehung, Verstehen, Rationalitat); Volume (Band) II Society as 
political collective (Gesellschaft als politisches Kollektiv); Volume (Band) 

III Identity, Power, Culture (Identitat, Macht, Kultur) - what is available is 
nearly all of the first volume and notes for the other two volumes] 


Conservatism/Liberalism/Mass Democracy 

1) Conservatism ( Konservativismus (1986) - Zuvxr|pr|xiop6q [Greek text not by 
Kondyiis] (2015)) 

2) The decline of the bourgeois thought form and life form. The liberal 
modern era and the mass-democratic postmodern era ( Der Niedergang der 
burgerlichen Denk- und Lebensform. Die liberale Moderne und die 
massendemokratische Postmoderne (1991) - 'H Trapmcpf] ion doxtKou 
7iokmopou (1991)) 

The theory of war/International Affairs/Geopolitics 

1) Theory of War ( Theorie des Krieges (1988) - 'H Osoopia xou 7iokspou 
(1997)) 

2) Planetary Politics after the Cold War ( Planetarische Politik nach dem 
Kalten Krieg (1992) - 'H aka.vpxucri TioAaxucfi pexa xov Tir/po Ilokepo 
(1992)) 



3) The Political in the 20th century. From Utopias to Globalisation ( Das 
Politische im 20. Jahrhundert. Von den Utopien zur Globalisierung (2001) - 
Atio xov 206 oxov 21o aicova (1998)) 

The theory of knowledge/World Images/Values 

1) Power and Decision ( Macht und Entscheidung (1984) - Ioxhq mi 
Ajiocpaari (1991)) 

2) “Science, Power and Decision (Wissenschaft, Macht und Entscheidung 
(1995) - ’Ejuairipri, ’Ioxnq Kai ATtocpaar) (1994))” 


[After reading, studying and understanding the "core" books and articles above, you will probably realise that science 
(as consistently "plain, neutral or cold" description and explanation) is possible - but not very likely - in the social 
(human) sciences or the humanities. The reality however is that Kondylis, who has, so to speak, intellectually and 
analytically conquered for all time at least four major disciplines (philosophy, social ontology (and sociology), 
political science (and sociology), war and military theory - all imbued with the strongest possible sense of (the 
science of) history (and anthropology)) in the broadly understood social sciences, philosophy and the humanities, 
with literally dozens and dozens of groundbreaking insights, is and will always be "too much" to handle for the 
average professional academic, scholar or amateur intellectual, who invariably need to make a living and need to 
survive in a particular social milieu...] 


A (near) complete bibliography is available at: 

http://www.lsr-proiekt.de/kondybib.html7temp-new-window- 

replacement-true 


Complete list of books translated by Panajotis Kondylis (IfavaYLtoTrii; KovSt>Ar|c;) into Greek from English, German, 
Italian, French and ancient Greek, and Greek-language titles for which Kondylis was Editor (Manager) of Series: 



Complete list of books translated by Panajotis Kondylis (IlavaytcbTric Kov5i)Ar)c) 

into Greek from.pdf 

Size : 946.501 Kb 
Type : pdf 


ONLINE IN ENGLISH, KONDYLIS'S 
ASTONISHING SHORT BOOKS: 


POWER AND DECISION {MACHT UND 
ENTSCHEIDUNG ) 








and 


PLANETARY POLITICS AFTER THE 
COLD WAR^PIanetarische Politik 
nach dem Kalten Krieg ) 


as well as the articles: 


"Science, Power and Decision 
(Wissenschaft, Macht 

und Entscheidung)" 


and 


"The German "special way (Sonderweg)" and German 

prospects" 


and the short book consisting of three sets of questions answered in writing, i.e.: 


Kondylis's answers to 28 questions put to him in the 
last years before his premature death. 


FOR NEW READERS OF KONDYLIS WISHING TO BEGIN 
TO SERIOUSLY COME TO TERMS WITH KONDYLIS'S 
THOUGHT, START BY STUDYING CAREFULLY HIS 
ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS 


(e.g. 1 (philosophy, normativism, science, 
description), 3 (polemics, logic, value freedom), 4 
(Plato, The Enlightenment, nihilism), 5 (scepticism, 
(scientific) knowledge), 6 (peace, war, friendship, 
enmity), 10 (Spinoza), 12 (Marxism, Is and Ought), 13 
((Western-)European conceptuality, (Western- 
JEuropean and Greek history, Conze, Koselleck), 14 
((The end of) Europe, Man, Nature, liberalism, mass 
democracy), 15 (The Classics, metaphysics, nihilism, 
ideology), 16 (social ontology), 19 (scientific method, 
Marx, Aron, Weber), 20 (science, rationalism and 
irrationalism), 21-22 (Carl Schmitt), 27 (Spengler, 
Huntington, Fukuyama) - Thucydides (5,15,19, 21), 
Machiavelli (6,19), Clausewitz (6,11, 26), etc.) 

PARTICULARLY BEFORE TACKLING POWER AND 
DECISION OR "SCIENCE, POWER AND DECISION". 

ALSO: READ Reinhart Koselleck's speech on 
Kondvlis! It's one thing for a "nameless nobody" to tell 
you, it's quite another thing to read it "straight from 

the horse's mouth"... 

The first example in English of Kondylis's complete 
and unique analytical mastery of the history of ideas 
(in the sense of the history of "philosophy") is now 

online: 

"Introduction" to The Philosopher and Power. 

Also online: 

"Introduction" to The Philosopher and Pleasure, 

and: 

"Utopia and Historical Action" 












Theory of War - Summary Notes 

"The multi-dimensional Enlightenment" 

Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 

The Political in the 20th century. From Utopias to 

Globalisation 

Addendum to the Greek Edition of 
Planetary Politics after the Cold War 

[[Just read the opening paragraph written in 1991/92 and think about the 
absolutely retarded inanities being spouted by Academia and the Mass Media 
back then! + Even if modern Greece does not interest you at all - and fair enough - 
this still contains P.K. gems for everyone if you are patient and diligent enough to 

find them.]] 

Epilogue to Carl Schmitt's Political 

Theology 


Being Translated NOW: 

Marx and Greek antiquity 

To be Translated NEXT: 

Melancholy and Polemics 


Next, in the event the translator finds the strength and motivation and does 
not opt to engage in the pleasure of merely being a reader of Kondylis's, and 
other, works, 




The Political and Man (Das 
Politische und derMensch) 

will be presented in toto within certainly no less than eight years (as of 30-12- 
2014; Chapter I was completed on 17-10-2015. Translation of Ch. II 
commenced 18-11-2015 and was completed on 02-02-2017; Ch. Ill 
commenced 27-2-17, completed 27-3-18). This is, for those of us who know, 
the most important work of macro social theory published since Max 
Weber's Economy and Society and it is an absolute tour de force in terms of 
length and scope. One could even argue it is the greatest book ever written 
(depending of course on what one values in relation to books). 


THE POLITICAL AND MAN - PAGES TRANSLATED: 304 of 652 (46.63%) 
(304 online) 


Chapters I - III are online! 


Note: Chapter II, Section 3 constitutes a high point (if not the high point) in the 
history of general social theory! 


[Translation of Ch. IV (= total Nightmare!), "God Willing", to commence in 2019. 

Until then, I hope to translate some of Kondylis's articles and short books, 
particularly in relation to the history of ideas, so that English readers can gain a 
further taste of what a "never-to-be-repeated" Phenomenon Kondylis was...] 


For a definition of "power", see "Science, Power and Decision", II, p.5ff. 
(and the translator's notes on the site page: Power and Decision - 
including reference to Nietzsche and Foucault). 

Rationalism, irrationalism, the mystical-irrational, ratio, Reason, 
content, argumentation, polemics, self-preservation, truth and power 
claims, and their interweaving, are set out in Power and Decision, pp. 
121-123 (= Macht und Entscheidung , S. 94-96). 



Nihilism, value-free descriptive decisionism, values, anti-values, value 
neutrality, Is and Ought, destruction, moralism and normativism feature 
in Power and Decision, pp. 162-164 (= Macht und Entscheidung, S. 124- 

125). 

Tonnies, Durkheim et al., the conceptual shortcomings of community and society, "mechanical" 
and "organic solidarity", etc. feature at pp. 96-108, The Political and Man (= S. 50-56, Das Politische 
und der Mensch)-, as does the "cultural anthropology" of e.g. Ruth Benedict and Margaret Mead, 
which corrected certain gross simplifications of the anthropology of drives, of Reason and of race, 
but simultaneously overshot the mark, in terms of science, and ended up itself being a crude 
sociologism, i.e. an ideological phenomenon of mass democracy (loc. cit., pp. 108-109 = S. 57). 
Moreover, it is also highlighted that the end of anthropocentrism and or anthropology does not 
and cannot mean the end of man (pp. 110-111 (= S. 58), loc. cit.). For the scientific 
inappropriateness of the term "totalitarian" see pp. 120,157-158 of The Political and Man, and pp. 
111-113 of Planetary Politics after the Cold War (as opposed to "liberalism"). T. Parsons, N. 
Luhmann, J. Habermas et al. (systems and communication theories etc.), come under some 
scrutiny in The Political and Man, pp. 21ff., 33/39ff., 50ff. = S. 10f., 16/19f., 26f., loc. cit., including 
some theoreticians' naive and epistemologically lazy recourse to a philosophy of history. 

To find out the real reasons why Karl Marx was one of the greatest thinkers in the 

history of the social sciences fit has nothing to do with "class struggle", "capital", 

"exploitation", "alienation", "scientific (dialectical) materialism 
(socialism)", "commimism", etc.), see Answers to 28 questions, pp. 67-69, 
and, The Political and Man, Chapter II, pp. 195-202 (= Das Politische und der 

Mensch, S. 105-107). 

Nietzsche's (Freud and Bergson's) existential (will(volition)-based) understandings of knowledge regarding pre- 
intellectual (situational) states of mind ingrained in the senses, occurring in a sociological and historical vacuum, are 
referred to at pp. 204-205 {The Political and Man ) = Das Politische und der Mensch, S. 107. 

To find out why Heidegger is often grossly overrated (it has nothing to do with "national 
socialism" or "ethno-nationalism", the "critique of technology", etc.) see The Political 
and Man, Chapter II, pp. 182-191,198-199, 203, 358; Chapter III, pp. 472-477 
(= Das Politische und der Mensch, S. 97-101,104,107,185, 245-246). (See 

also: 

http://www.telospress.com/heideggers-being-and-time-a-collection-of-pretentious-and-vague-platitudes.7temp- 

new-window-replacement=true l. 

With regard to Sartre, see loc. cit., pp. 186-190 (= Das Politische und der Mensch, S. 99-100). 

Max Weber takes centre stage regarding social action, the social relation, 
sociology presupposing the fact of society, subjective meaning, understanding, 
etc. at pp. 207-219 ( The Political and Man = S. 109-114, Das Politische und der 
Mensch). Chapter IV, Sec. 2A and Chapter V, Sec. 1C deal with Weber, his types of 
action and the problem of rationality (to be translated hopefully by the end of 

2020 / 2021 !). 

For a fascinating discussion of social facts (and both their 
empirical and ideational/ideological ontic aspects), the heterogony of ends, meaning, 
methodological individualism as militant liberalism, quantity v. quality, laws v. 
causalities, microstructures v. macrostructures, etc., including in relation to the great 
sociologists Durkheim and Weber, et al., see The Political and Man, Chapter II, pp. 222ff. 








(= Das Politische und der Mensch, S. 116f.), as regards sociology's interrelation with 
history, pp. 235ff. (= S. 123f.), and in respect of Popper, Hayek and v. Mises (S. 141f. = p. 

271ff.), and I. Berlin (S. 164f. = p. 316ff„ and S. 172f. = p. 332ff.). 

Social ontology is closer to History than Sociology, pp. 362ff. (= loc. cit., S. 188f.). 

From Plato to Leibniz and Kant,... to the very crude (and rather imbecilic) "race 
and gender", "social construct", "(inter-)textuality", etc. ideologues, 
propagandists and - filled with an unending lust for Power - morons, as well as of 
course Utopians of ALL HUES AND SIDES OF THE IDEOLOGICAL-POLITICAL 
SPECTRUM, to the not so silly "cultural relativists" who confuse value relativism 
with scepticism (knowledge relativism), the following can help put things in their 
proper non-normative place:"... Social ontology elucidates the terrain on which ideas 
grow and makes clear why on this terrain, the terrain of an elementary or complex 
culture, the social-ontic factors or forces in their necessary bond with concrete humans 
can only develop via ideas. The necessity of the ideational mediation (or 
intervention) of everything social is a social-ontic fact and must be explained 
social-ontologically; but ideas as particular content(s) do not possess social-ontic 
necessity, and in this sense one can in principle assert: there are no ideas, there 
are humans living in society and culture, whose social-ontically determined and 
explainable action must be connected with what one commonly calls ideas. 
Thus we have come to the second implication of the distinction mentioned above 
between the levels of understanding. This time it is a matter of the much-discussed 
alternative "cultural relativism vs. universal understanding". Cultural relativism is 
based on the perception that the criteria for the understanding of a society are put at 
one’s disposal by this society itself, that understanding therefore comes about only 
when one is able to understand (fathom or re-enact in one’s mind) a society’s self¬ 
understanding in all its details and ramifications in social life; but no member of a 
foreign society would be in a position to do that. Here a coming undone (or absorption) 
of social action in the very same subjective sense connected with it is postulated, and no 
distance is perceived between the becoming (or events) in the social-ontic field and the 
ideationally articulated self-understanding of actors. As soon as this [...] distance comes 
into view, the conclusion follows that understanding and observing actors find 
themselves in the same social-ontic, if not necessarily the same historical or sociological 
field, and that that aspect of their action, which lies on that side or this side of their each 
and every respective self-understanding, must be common to them on the basis of the 
social-ontic field’s compelling given facts, as much as their various kinds of self¬ 
understanding may also differ from one another. This opens up a secure perspective for 
mutual understanding on a social-ontic basis, as a common example can illustrate: two 
foes, who cannot and do not want to "understand" each other culturally etc. at all, 
understand each other, nevertheless, very well and without talking to each other on a 
battlefield, by one of them directing his action in accordance with what the other is 
doing or will presumably (or likely) do. In this way, the social-ontological way of looking 
at things makes the bounds (or limits) of cultural relativism, and at the same time the 
possibilities and meaning (or sense) of universal understanding, visible; because 
understanding as the fundamental mechanism of the social relation lies likewise 
originally, and regardless of its each and every respective cultural formation, in the 
social-ontic field.”... ( The Political and Man, Ch. II, Sec. 3A, pp. 376-377 = Das Politische 

und der Mensh, S. 194-195). 



"Society" is defined by Kondylis in Ch. II, Sec. 

3C, pp. 409-413 (= Das Politische und der 
Mensch , S. 212-214). Ch. II, Sec. 3 in general 
defines and explains social ontology as it 
pertains to the social relation, the political 
(social cohesion and social order (social 
disciplining)) and man (the anthropological 
(the philosophy of culture = culture as man's 
nature = man as both nature and culture; Ch. 

IBIj SeC 1 A)). ^ es P ec i a l interest i s the fact th a t th e friend-foe criterion 


cannot be the differentia specifica of the political as C. Schmitt purported, since 
such a criterion applies to the very being of society (loc. cit.„ footnote 242, p. 404 
= S. 209 [Das Politische und der Mensch)). Both Schmitt, and his critics who hope 
to efface or minimise the "foe" in the said criterion, overlook that the existence off 
both "friend" and "foe" (even if only as potentiality) is something which is a 
necessary feature, empirically observable, of society as society, i.e. of both the 
political within the social as well as more broadly of non-political (human, social) 
relations, and not because "philosophers" think, talk and write about friendship 
and enmity, and want to make the latter "disappear".. . 


The spectrum of the social relation and its friend-foe polarity, inter aha, particularly as regards Simmel and von 
Wiese, feature in Chapter III of The Political and Man. Friendship and enmity are explored (Sec. 2B) by way of Bacon, 
Empedocles, Plato, Aristotle, Sophists and Rhetoricians, Democritus, the Pantschatantra, Cicero, Montaigne, 
Rivarol, Tonnies, Durkheim, Sorokin, Charles H. Cooley, Hesiod, Weber, R. Michels, Spinoza, Hegel, Plutarch, A. 
Ferguson, R. Thurnwald, La Rochefoucauld, G. Halifax, Saint-Exupery, Ovid, Xenophon, Thucydides, Clausewitz, Virgil 
et al., in what amounts to a breathtaking exposition of this well-known "Schmittian" (!) topic... Also included in Ch. Ill 
is "The Death Chapter" (the anthropology of drives (urges) does not provide the basis for the spectrum of the social 

relation's polarity, but man's mortality does) = Sec. 2A... 

Identity does not constitute a psychological variable, but an anthropological constant, that is, a 
ubiquitous human attribute with direct social-ontological implications. Identity can be connected with the 
most different feelings and thoughts; however, exactly because of that, identity does not depend on any 
particular feeling or thought act, that is, on any special psychological content; it stands or falls by the 
subject concerned as bearer of often varying, contradictory and reciprocally alternating feelings and 
thoughts. Identity does not exist without feelings and thoughts, however it cannot be abolished by a 
feeling or a thought act in the same sense as a feeling abolishes another feeling, or a thought act abolishes 
another thought act. On the contrary: identity can force special psychical content into its logic, that is, 
modify or replace such content, proceed against instinctive preferences, or in general supplement or even 
overcome the pleasure principle through the principle of reality or of power. The manner in which the 
subject behaves in concrete situations turns out to be the resultant of the manner in which the subject 
deals with, on a strategic and tactical basis, its problem of identity, and the problem of extra-subjective 
facts; the latter determine behaviour, and consequently diminish the weight of psychological factors only 
to the extent that they are recognised and acknowledged by the identity as such, while at the same time, 
the identity, for its part, has at its disposal its own, independent of the situation, means and ways in order 







to bring psychical factors and content under control. That is why it would be very one-sided to summon 
against psychologism exclusively the logic of the situation, and to overlook that the acting in a situation is 
mediated by an interpretation of the situation, which in turn remains at any time interwoven with the 
process of the formation, the purposeful (end(goal)-oriented or expedient) restructuring and the self- 
assertion of the identity [...]. When one wants to conceptually separate what is objectively inseparable, 
then one must in fact allow the constant “identity” the theoretical precedence before the polarity in the 
spectrum of the social relation. Because only from the perspective of self-preservation comprehended as 
identity, that is, beyond biological connotations, can the constellation be described in which friendship 
and enmity come into being and alternate; such self-preservation behaves in itself indifferently vis-a-vis 
the choice between friendship or enmity, that is, the choice is subordinated to self-preservation. If one 
held, on the other hand, friendship or enmity to be original, then the criteria are missing in order to make 
the choice between friendship or enmity understandable. There are two different things meant by the 
process of the formation and assertion of identity inevitably entailing the distinction between friend and 
foe, and assuming that this distinction is at the beginning of that process. However, as we have already 
said: those are conceptual clarifications and hierarchisations rather than clearly provable causalities. 
With the complexity and the tight interdependence of the factors having an effect, the following general 
ascertainment is merely permitted here: where the question of self-preservation - and this 
anthropologically and social-ontologically means: the question of identity - is posed, there the question of 
power is posed too, and consequently the distinction between friend and foe, and the choice regarding this 
distinction, become unavoidable. That is why the thesis seems plausible that the spectrum of the social 
relation becomes occupied and shaped by concrete subjects in accordance with which way, to what extent, 
and with what intensity these subjects pose the question of identity in relation to themselves and to other 
subjects. Between both poles of the spectrum, indeed for long stretches (or to a large extent), namely, in 
very many social relations, the question of identity is not posed directly and openly - not for instance 
because the question of identity does not exist, but because it can, against the background of already 
solidified private or public power relations (or circumstances of power), be left aside, in fact even must be 
left aside. If the question of identity is to be posed explicitly and uncompromisingly, the social relation 
must be driven to one of both poles of the spectrum: (extreme) enmity is the absolute negation of the 
identity of the Other up to its intellectual)-spiritual) and physical annihilation, (extreme) friendship is the 
absolute affirmation of the identity of the Other up to intellectual)-spiritual) and physical self-sacrifice. In 
total enmity, the identity wants total recognition for itself; in total friendship, total recognition is given to 
another. Yet in both cases, and regardless of reverse signs (i.e. symbolism), the question of identity as a 
question of recognition, i.e. as a question of power, remains all along the line decisive. Regarding the 
question of identity’s weight, the observers of human affairs, incidentally, were clear since ancient times. 
Friendship, according to Aristotle, is based, on the one hand, on the common choice with regard to 
friends and foes; on the other hand, on the readiness (willingness) of both sides to recognise and to 
confirm each and every respective Other, precisely in regard to the activities in relation to which the said 
Other would like to most of all distinguish itself [...]. And Cicero praised Scipio’s efforts in treating 
himself as an equal in friendship with the inferior person, since Scipio knew how annoying friendship 
becomes for him who sees himself always and everywhere surpassed, or believes he is despised, by his 
friend [...].” (The Political and Man , pp. 486-489 = Das Politische und der Mensch, S. 251-253). 

Absolutely hilarious, and rather poetic in a Nietzschean fashion too! It's worth learning to read basic German just to 
read this: „Wer auf die Feststellung dieser Banalitat wie Pawlows konditionierter Hund reagiert, indem er beim 
Horen des Wortes „Feindschaft" wild um sich bellt, erweist dem Wissen um die menschlichen Dinge keinen guten 
Dienst." (Das Politische und derMensh, S. 266 = The Political and Man, p. 514). Also in Ch. Ill, Sec. 3A, which 
emphasises the co-extensity of society with the social relation's continuous and polarising, polarised friend-foe 
spectrum, is an eye-opening discussion of Hobbes, Rousseau and Clausewitz with regard to the state of nature and 
war. Sec. 3B includes discussion of Durkheim in relation to "normality" and "exception". 


The mechanism of the social relation, as well as the dimension of time, which will be expounded in Ch. IV 
of The Political and Man, is essentially a theoretical bridging of the distance between the pure formality of the 
social relation's spectrum, and, the reality of (social) action as infinitely variable content (S. 277 = p. 537). 


The question of the monopoly of interpretation = a question of power (norms and rules are binding only if 
they are viewed as self-evident and accepted as to their interpretation by all sides (it's the correlation of 
forces, and not the norms and rules as such, which determine whether conflict will involve violence or not) - 
opposing content and opposing positions go with common thought structures and common concepts). "Total" 
or "absolute" (or: "limited" and relative") means can be used for "limited" and "relative" (or: "total or 
absolute") ends (S. 281-282 = pp. 545-546). "The fragility of friendship is not due merely to the pressure 
which the other half of the spectrum of the social relation exerts, but is due to friendship’s own structural 
presuppositions (preconditions or prerequisites) in its connection with the question of identity.... enmity 
dwells (or is inherent) in friendship in the sense that friendship objectively entails the (partially and in fact ... 
gladly accepted) loss of independence, that is, duties and considerations [i.e. care, respect for others], whilst 
at the same time the objective loss must at least be made good (or made up for) to a certain extent by 
subjective advantages or feelings. If the making good of (or making up for) the loss of independence is 
considered to be inadequate, then an element of dissociation creeps (worms its way) into association, which 
easily steps over the threshold (i.e. enters into the realm) of enmity...." (S. 283 = pp. 547-548). 


Epicurus, who had a soft spot for both perceptions, i.e. friendship could take root in utility (gain, advantage 
or benefit), and simultaneously regarded the torment (anguish, agony or pain) of the one’s friend as more 
painful than one’s own torment, indeed left himself open to some logical weaknesses, in regard to which 
however he summarised the examination of the problem, and did the same once again e contrario (i.e. from 
the contrary point of view), when he wanted to make out of friendship a secluded private sanctuary against 
the storms of public life. Because friendship had long ago become a social and political concept, and this 
happened in a dual sense: on the one hand, as the union of persons of a common cast of mind (mindset or 
mentality) and common interests in the pursuit of political goals; on the other hand, as the designation 
(description) of the bond which holds society together in general as well as the conditions (prerequisites) of 
partial or general social cohesion. With remarkable swiftness, the classical term for friendship (<piXLa [= love, 
affection as friendship] as a neological replacement for the archaic (piAorqq [= love, friendship as 
hospitality]) was extended to peace treaties and alliances between states. However, above all the classical 
term for friendship was used purposefully in connection with concepts like order and justice, in order to 
make the co-operative social relations, which constituted life in the framework of organised society, 
recognisable (S. 289 = p. 561). Read about the all-time Great Aristotle's phenomenology of friendship at pp. 
561-566, The Political and Man (= S. 289-291, Das Politische und der Menschi), including that elements of 
hierarchy and equality are to be found in all societies, as well as implying that social cohesion and social 
order are social-ontological phenomena beyond a stylistic separation between "community" (e.g. Plato and 
egalitarianism) and "society" (e.g. the Sophists and contractual relations). From kinship to agreement, 
multiple kinds of friendship, every one of varying intensities, can also include the master-servant(slave) 
relation (notwithstanding present-day "abhorrence" of "slavery") or more generally the struggle over 
(variably understood) utility, money, honour and pleasure (apart from altruism), etc.. Socially decisive 
friendship types (inch in regard to the political, law and justice, agreed interests and concord as social 
cohesion) are not in any necessary relationship with ethical factors and motives, and can and do flow into 
various states of relative unsteadiness and upheaval. 


Notwithstanding the change in ethics regarding friendship and enmity, both in antiquity and in the Christian era up to 
the 18th century, friendship and enmity were seen as co-existent based on derivation from the anthropology of drives 
(urges). The "death of God" and the predominance of Man meant that enmity-free existence had to be transferred 
from Heaven (of the after-life) to Earth (of this life), and, combined with eschatological philosophies of history and 
the emerging "capitalistic global economy", meant that war, conflict and "evil" were to be overcome, from the Liberal 
Chiliasm of a world order of unified global markets, or its flip-side, Marxist classless Messianism, to other less 
significant variations and manifestations of Utopias which are supposed to arise in the Here and not the Hereafter. 
From the ethicising of Tonnies in seeking to diminish or even extinguish the role of enmity (conflict) at the "higher" 
stage of "(anti-capitalistic) community", to Simmel and von Wiese grasping the originality of enmity as conflict, along 
with peace, in all societies, and then the distinction between peace and war (which presupposes the existence of 
enmity as at least non-violent conflict) and the role of violence in Weber, after Clausewitz, the great modern social 
theorists laid much of the groundwork for Kondylis's finer distinctions and clear general, non-normative, non-ethical, 
conceptualisation of society. Of great interest is that, apart from the limited theoretical value of the findings of social 
psychology, an "enlightened liberal" like v. Mises, in opposition to v. Wiese, but along with Radcliff-Brown (and 
functionalism), ethically-normatively asserted that the social relation (inclusive of utility) is synonymous with 
friendship whilst excluding enmity, and thus such assertions can be seen (by the translator, not necessarily Kondylis) 
as representing an early articulation of the contemporary ideology of "right-wing" "globalisation' and "globalism", 
with the "left-wing" of such ideology (or simply nonsense) being represented by e.g. Horkheimerian "objective 
rationality" following in the footsteps of the mystical "mutuality" and "authenticity" tradition of a Buber, as well as 
being represented by the "to the left" of Parsonian "equilibrium", (cybernetic) "open system",... all of which in turn 
finds expression in e.g. Coser's rather silly distinction between "rigid", "fake" and "flexible", "genuine" systems, with 
the former supposedly only capable of being broken open through violent means (based on the psychical unloading 
of tension and not rational considerations) unthinkable in the latter (!), and Dahrendorf s inability to see conflict in all 



its breadth, depth and (at least potential) (hierarchical) power crystallisations and concentrations [again = 
translator's words, not Kondylis's, who writes "the concreteness of the circumstances of dominance and of the 
relations between humans"], whilst believing and hoping that "change" and "conflict" could and would be contained 
within some kind of framework of "eternal peace" and "institutionalised liberalism" [= western mass democracies as 
the "Final Solution" to the history of social formations, written more than two decades before Fukuyama!!! (my 
words, not Kondylis's)]. P. Blau, notwithstanding any "differentiation" from Parsons, further sets the stage for today's 
"happy-go-lucky" attitude that Western mass democracy, consisting of social relations "into which men enter of their 
own free will rather than... either those into which they are born or those imposed on them by forces beyond their 
control”, somehow constitutes some kind of "eternal" self-renewing social formation (inch a constitutional¬ 
parliamentary polity) which will supposedly never experience the inimical half of the spectrum of the social relation 
towards or at its extremes. To conclude Ch. Ill, after highlighting Luhmann's ludicrous attempt at presenting society 
as a "system", whilst also acknowledging conflict as a "social system" which "somehow" arises as an "autopoietic" 
system - as if conflict in its extreme form cannot destroy any "system" and as if the existence of conflict has not been 
known to theory since ancient times! - Kondylis refers to two all-time greats, Machiavelli and Tocqueville, who 
acknowledged the role of conflict in invigorating and or even stabilising polities under certain circumstances, whilst 
also not forgetting that conflict can reach a point where certain kinds of society can and do eventually move onto 
other kinds of social formations. And it is not by a long shot clear that Western mass democracies are here to stay 
forever... The mechanism of the social relation exists equally from (extreme) enmity to (extreme) 
friendship... or in other words: your Utopia, however you might dream about it, IS NOT GOING TO HAPPEN, 

EVER! (The Political and Man, Ch. Ill, Sec. 4). 


In the more distant future, this site's author would hope to translate or at least 
would hope to see translated: 


The Enlightenment in the framework of new-times rationalism (Die 
Aufklarung in Rahmen des neuzeitlichen Rationalismus), 


The decline of the bourgeois thought form and life form. The liberal 
modern era and the mass-democratic postmodern era (Der 
Niedergang der b'urgerlichen Denk- und Lebensform. Die liber ale 
Moderne und die massendemokratische Postmoderne), 


Conservatism (Konservativismus) , 


Theory of War (Theorie des Krieges), 

as well as other works by Kondylis such as: 

The new-times critique of metaphysics (Die neuzeitliche 
Metaphysikkritik), 

The Political in the 20th century. From Utopias to Globalisation (Das 
Politische im 20. Jahrhundert. Von den Utopien zur Globalisierung ), 


Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws (Montesquieu und der Geist der 
Gesetze), 

Marx and Greek antiquity (Marx und die griechische Antike), 

the two articles from: Otto Brunner, Werner Conze, Reinhart Koselleck 
(Hrsg.), Geschichtliche Grundbegriffe (Basic Historical Concepts ): ’Reaction, 
Restoration" („Reaktion, Restauration“), and, "Dignity" (,,Wurde“), 

the article Jurisprudence, State of Emergency and Decision. Fundamental 
remarks on Carl Schmitt's "Political Theology"" (,Jurisprudent 
Ausnahmezustand und Entscheidung. Grundsatzliche Bemerkungen zu Carl 
Schmitts „Politische Theologie““), 

as well as Kondylis's anthologies with their respective introductions: Der 

Philosoph und der Lust ( The philosopher and pleasure ), Der Philosoph und 
die Macht ( The philosopher and power); 

the articles "Utopia and historical action" („Utopie und geschichtliches 
Handeln“), "Melancholy and Polemics" (,,Melancholie und 
Polemik“), "Regarding the intellectual (-spiritual) structure of utopian 
constructions of the 16th and 17th centuries" (,,Zur geistigen Struktur der 
utopischen Konstruktionen des 16. und 17. Jahrhunderts“), "The old and the 
new godhead" («'H nakm icai p vsa 0£6xr|Ta»), 

and, 

Kondylis's essential introduction to, and essay on, Machiavelli, 
and introductions to: Chamfort, Lichtenberg, Rivarol and Pavese; 
if the vicissitudes of life permit... 

[unfortunately, a translation of Kondylis's first book: Die Entstehung der 
Dialektik. Eine Analyse der geistigen Entwicklung von Holderlin, Schelling 
und Hegel bis 1802 (= The coming into being of dialectics (The 
emergence(/birth/origin/creation) of the dialectic). An analysis of the 
intellectual(-spiritual) development of Schelling and 

Hegel until 1802),c annot be contemplated as a possible 
translation project given that the above list of works will 
almost certainly not be translated in toto] 


Any enquiries or comments concerning "Panagiotis Kondylis in English" 
should be directed to: 

pkproject@live.co.uk 

The translations and any other text within this website, including within 
all this website's pages, should not be reproduced in any form whatsoever 
without the express written permission of their author, C. F., who can be 
contacted through the email address above. 

I note that my main motive in producing the translations is a deep 
appreciation of the honest attempt at achieving "value-free" (q^- 

"axiologically free") knowledge in the social sciences or 
humanities (j, e . knowledge that is descriptive, 
explanatory (theoretical) and ethically, not 
methodologically, non-normative (regarding method: 
empirical verification (or e.g. reference, in the case of 

the ideal type) and logical consistency, but nothing 
more, are sine qua non)) - something little appreciated in 
institutions of "higher learning" ( at l eas t as f ar as the "SOCl'al 

sciences", "philosophy" and the "humanities" are 
concerned)^ b v and lar § e staffed b v P e °P le involved, more 0 ften 

than not, at best in sophisticated cultural critique or 
insightful microanalyses, but alas more commonly, in the 
reproduction of (moralising) normative ideology, if not complete and 

litter nonsense ^ e '®' a "P ro ^ essor the history and philosophy of science", who is a psychologist and does not, compared 

to Kondylis, even have a basic working knowledge of the history of philosophy, or the history of science, or even the philosophy of 
science, is nonetheless an "expert" on "feminism" and "gender stereotypes", etc. etc. etc....) "p|-|0 translations 3T0 

not "easy-to-read" and "linguistically attractive and pleasant" English 

texts and obviously require further proofing and 

editing, however, they do err on the side of 
faithfulness to the German text, and it is hoped that 
the English reader will not be dissuaded from 
developing a genuine interest in Kondylis's thought. It 
goes without saying that even the best of translations 







are always poor substitutes for any original text, 
particularly if we are dealing with a body of work at 
the peak of human achievement - the translator wants 
readers to know that the text they are reading is 
"faithful", but is also a translation. 

[Paul Gottfried, leaving aside for the most part whether his substantive criticisms of Power and 
Decision etc. have any validity (they do not, Gottfried, inter alia, misattributes to Kondylis 
monocausal reductionism when Power and Dec/s/onalready implies the centrality of the factors or 
forces (the social relation, the political and man (the anthropological)) in the multi-dimensional 
(human) social-ontic spectrum expounded in Kondylis's social ontology, as well as misunderstanding 
the notions of "will", "power", "value freedom" and the operation of a syllogism...), has found the 
original German text "testing" to read at best: "What renders these particular reflections 
particularly inaccessible is the ponderous prose; and it is hard to see how the editor could 
characterize them as stylistically elegant" (Gottfried Paul: "Review of Piccone and Kondylis", 
TELOSscope, Sunday, August 2, 2009, http://www.telospress.com/review-of-piccone-and- 
kondvlis/?temp-new-window-replacement=true l] 

Anyone who particularly values Thucydides, Machiavelli, and Max Weber 
(as well as many other remarkable thinkers or "observers of human 
affairs" - Aristotle, Montaigne, Hobbes, Spinoza, Clausewitz, and Marx 
readily come to mind*) will probably become very fond of Kondylis's work. 

The reading will be (very) difficult, but the gain in knowledge 
immeasurable. 


[‘Because almost inevitably most great (and not so great) thinkers in the social sciences, history 
and philosophy display both varying degrees of empirical and logical-argumentative weaknesses or 
even serious flaws, as well as all their strengths and insights, or at least while maintaining their 
value as "negative" polemical points of reference, those I have named are just a small list which 
could very easily be expanded to include: the great classical historians (Herodotus, Xenophon, 
Polybius, Sallust, Livy, Tacitus, Appian, Priscus et. al.), the Sophists, Socrates and Plato, the 
Cyrenaics, the Stoics, La Rochefoucauld, Montesquieu, La Mettrie, Hume, Helvetius, Adam Smith, 
Adam Ferguson, Kant, Tocqueville, Nietzsche, Pareto, Simmel, Durkheim, Schumpeter, E. H. Carr, 
K. Mannheim, Raymond Aron, Werner Conze, and many, many others: from Epicurus, Duns Scotus, 
Occam, Bacon, Galilei, Descartes, Locke, Vico, Rousseau, Chamfort, Lichtenberg and Comte; to 
Grotius, Pascal, Pufendorf, Diderot, d'Alembert, Holbach, Turgot, de Sade, Herder, Rivarol, 

Schiller, Hegel and Schelling; to Leopold von Ranke, F. Engels, W. 

Dilthey, Tonnies,Husserl, Bergson, Werner Sombart, G.H. Mead, Lenin, E. Cassirer, Leopold v. 
Wiese, Levin Ludwig Schucking, Bernard Groethuysen, Karl Polanyi, Pitirim Sorokin, Morris 
Ginsberg, Fernand Braudel, T. Parsons; to H. Mackinder, Arnold Hauser, E. Kantorowicz, Karl 
Lowith, otto Brunner, Hans Morgenthau, J. Burnham, Cesare Pavese, J. Plamenatz, 
Geoffrey Elton, Reinhart Koselleck, K. Waltz, Hedley Bull, Michel Vovelle, G. 
Arrighi, Gerd Althoff, P.M. Kennedy, G. Contogeorgis, J. Mearsheimer and so on 
and so forth.] 

[The great (as a matter of the translator's (personal) taste, but also (once) acknowledged 
as "classic" or of extremely high quality and craftsmanship) authors, artists, composers, 
painters, sculptors, artistic achievements, (social) psychologists, et. al., etc. include: Homer, 
Aeschylus, Sophocles, Euripides, Aristophanes, Pindar, Sappho, Pheidias, The Parthenon, 
Horace, Virgil, Ovid, Cicero, Juvenal, The Bible, Hagia Sophia, Byzantine iconography, 
Boccaccio, Dante, Cathedrale Notre-Dame de Chartres, Basilica Papale di San Pietro in 




Vaticano, Michelangelo, Da Vinci, Raphael, Titian, Cervantes, Chaucer, Shakespeare, 

Milton, El Greco, Velazquez, Rembrandt, Kolner Dom, Hieronymus Bosch, Bach, Mozart, 
Beethoven, Wagner, Verdi, Handel, Rossini, Schubert, Goethe, Dostoyevsky, Tolstoy, 
Chekhov, Balzac, de Maupassant, Baudelaire, Monet, Cavafy, Pirandello, T. S. Eliot, Cesar 
Vallejo, Camus,... Yasujiro Ozu,John Ford, Jean Renoir, Kenji Mizoguchi,... Picasso, 
Stravinsky,... and of course many, many other achievements and many other creators, 
performers, et ah, too many to name and admire...] 

Kondvlis in historical context: 

Kondylis’s oeuvre draws together all the main strands in the social sciences (historical 
science, sociology, anthropology, the humanities etc.), philosophy and the history of 
ideas, which contain the elements necessary for someone to engage in absolutely 
consistent science (as far as the human-social sciences are concerned at a macro or 
general level, consisting of three main overlapping branches: history, sociology, social 
ontology (incl. anthropology)). In other words, where (cultural-critical, 
deconstructivistic, (self-)ironising) "post-modernism" in its various forms draws on 
aspects of the thought of e.g. [La Mettrie, de Sade,] Marx, Tonnies, Nietzsche, Freud, 

Boas, Wittgenstein, Heidegger, et al. - apart from, inter alia, reflecting, recycling and 
reconstructing thought patterns emanating from highly technicised and performance- 
based, hedonistic-consumeristic (massifying and atomising, urbanising and secularising, 
levelling and equalising, ideologically more spatial than temporal, also in practice 
relatively more mobile than static) Western mass democracy (with its extremely 
intricate division of labour, "taken for granted" access to water, energy, mass 
production and a general overcoming of the shortage of goods; blurring of public and 
private spheres, universal suffrage, mass bureaucratisation of the state, corporations, 
the mass media, and, historically more fluid attitudes to collective identities such race, 
nation(-state), religion, sex, or "gender", etc., including (individualistic) "self- 
realisation" and "minority" group "identity politics", non-eurocentric exoticism (Other 
worship) and dissolution of bourgeois anthropocentrism, at times ideologically 
"eliminating" Nature (biology) in Culture; a (mass-democratic) analytical-combinatory 
thought figure rather than the (bourgeois) synthetic-harmonising thought figure; as 
well as featuring (the illusion of) Novelty, Kitsch, Fashion, an emphasis on 
Youth(fulness), Change, Pluralism, the loosening of traditional morals and attitudes as 
to sex(uality), (depictions of) violence,...; the dissolution of traditional substances (and 
"grand narratives”) into variable functions, but with a persistence of "metaphysics” (and 
"grand narratives”) in ideological beliefs and constructs centred on concepts like 




"equality", "tolerance", "human rights",... normatively driven "deconstruction" (which 
conveniently does not "deconstruct" itself just as Marx conveniently did not apply his 
notion of "false consciousness" and "ideology" to his own normative (eschatological) 
ideology), etc., etc., etc.) -, and not infrequently, but not always, correctly acknowledges 
the relativity of values, the centrality and ubiquity of (relative degrees of ideational, 
ideological and/or physical) power in human-social relations, and the perspectivity 
(historicity) of knowledge, but errs in maintaining a relativity of knowledge, 
notwithstanding its own claims to knowledge and irrefutable empirical and logical 
criteria, as well as (contradictorily) usually adhering to some kind of normative 
programme and having certain aesthetic preferences, Kondylis managed to build on the 
great Western tradition of empirical observation and logical coherence, to the extent it 
has existed, in order to produce a body of work which essentially brings to a near as 
humanly possible completed high point or "perfection" what thinkers like Aristotle, 
Marx and Weber (Thucydides, Machiavelli, Hobbes, Clausewitz et al.), at least in part or 
albeit imperfectly, sought to achieve with regard to understanding human societies at a 
macro or general level: description and explanation of what is, without, so to speak, 
contaminating the description and explanation of reality with an ought. It goes without 
saying that absolutely consistent knowledge of the Is is politically-polemically at best 
only partially useful, because human societies and the individuals that comprise them 
exist per definitionem in various forms of ideological (and usually less frequently, 
physical) struggle over Ought (as part of the social-cultural-human manifestation of the 
natural-biological drive (urge or impulse) of self-preservation) - apart from the 
quantitatively insignificant exceptions, who can also observe human affairs consistently 
dispassionately. Kondylis's oeuvre therefore constitutes the ideational (ideological) 
domain of the few. 
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Some citations from Chapter I and Chapter ((sub¬ 

jection) summaries 


.... "Thus, so-called cultural anthropology, as it was popularised for instance by 
Ruth Benedict or Margaret Mead, aimed originally at breaking up everything 
which gave the impression of an anthropologically inherited constant, into 
cultural influences. In this way, many unilateralities (or one-sidednesses) or 
coarsenesses of the conventional (or traditional) anthropology of drives, of 
Reason and of races, were of course shown in their true light. Yet in the process, 
the mark was widely overshot, and that which was now called anthropology was 
hardly to be distinguished anymore from vulgar sociologism, which by the way 
is also a genuinely mass-democratic ideological phenomenon: just as the old 
notion of social hierarchy was frequently justified by means of anthropological 
fictions, so mass-democratic egalitarianism sought backing in respect of the 




assumption that humans constitute the resultants of their social conditions, that 
is, equality amongst humans could already be guaranteed through the equality 
of conditions."... 

... "Now, as soon as the exclusion of anthropological formulations of a question 
(or examinations of problems) at the level of the social-theoretical construct has 
seen to the dispelling of the imponderabilities of human behaviour, only a single 
step remains to be taken for the safeguarding of ponderability at the level of 
complex society: the (direct or expected) identification of the construct with 
social reality. Where humans behave for instance in the sense of “system 
rationality” or according to the communicative logic of language, as these are 
described in the social-theoretical construct, there a particular knowledge about 
man is actually unnecessary (or superfluous)."... 

..."First of all, it is obvious that the aforementioned paradigm shift, which put an 
end to bourgeois anthropocentrism, is of an ideological character; it therefore 
may not serve as the starting point of a scientific argumentation. That means: an 
argumentation, which, with reference to the end of anthropocentrism, would 
demand the putting aside of anthropology, would a limine be false. Because 
anthropocentrism, anthropology and man as a historically-socially acting being 
constitute three different magnitudes; the elimination of the first does not have 
to mean the elimination of the second, and the elimination of the first two (at the 
level of ideology or of social theory) can in no case mean that man in actual fact 
ceases to exist. Formulated differently: the beginning and the end of 
anthropocentrism do not coincide with the beginning and the end of 
anthropology, and the end of anthropology, i.e. talk of man, cannot be the end 
of man, just as man has not taken his beginning from anthropology. There were, 
and in fact are, always only humans, who pursue (or are involved in) or abolish 
anthropocentrism or anthropology - and a scientific theory, which wants to take 
into account this fundamental fact, must argue anthropolgically in a 
comprehensive (or broad) sense, that is, thematise man (i.e. make man a subject 
of discussion) in respect of his action and his motivation (also in his quality (i.e. 
characteristic) as author (or originator) of theories about the value (or merit) and 
anti-value (or demerit) of anthropocentrism and anthropology). The necessary 
social-ontological depth is therefore reached when the perceptions of humans on 



the value (and status) of man and his objective doing (i.e. acts) are distinguished 
very thoroughly and it is ascertained that the latter [objective doing (i.e. acts) of 
man] are more stable and more homogenous than those convictions are; the base 
(or terrain) of practical or theoretical doing (i.e. acts) accordingly constitutes the 
base (or terrain) of the scientifically indispensable talk of man, that is, the base 
(or terrain) of an anthropology which can also account for all the respective 
represented (supported or justified) anthropologies or negations of 
anthropology."... 

... "Aversion to the insight that humans and their acts lie at a deeper level than 
their anthropological or anti-anthropological perceptions, is actually much more 
frequent and much more widespread than the postmodern uprising (or rebellion) 
against anthropocentrism and against anthropology as science. It takes root in 
the ideological-polemical need to anchor normative positions, which in the final 
analysis can have meaning only in relation to humans, in higher and more 
comprehensive authorities, whose objective constitution (or composition) sets 
as narrow as possible limits on (or boundaries around) human imponderability, 
while the ponderability of the world and of society correspondingly rises. The 
polemical component consists in that these normative positions, and the 
“objective” authorities bearing these normative positions, come into being as 
counter concepts and often as downright conceptual reversals of earlier 
concepts. The age of theocentrism defined God as the authority before which 
the imponderability of concrete man had to stop - either through his conscious 
subjection to divine commandments or, by contrast, through the absolute 
prospectlessness (or futility) of an uprising (or rebellion). But also the epoch of 
bourgeois anthropocentrism typically avoided as far as possible leaving 
concrete man to his own uncontrollable preferences (or predilections); 
bourgeois anthropocentrism therefore demanded him to live in accordance with 
the commands of supra-human hypostases, namely Nature or History. Bidding 
farewell to anthropocentrism and at the same time to anthropology gave rise to 
new authorities inside of mass-democratic social theory. The said new 
authorities functioned, as it were, as stream (or river) beds that could channel 
human action all the more easily as this time they did not have to go into the 
reasons and depths of the same human action; “system rationality”, frictionless 
communication laid out on the structure of language, reasonable (or prudent) 



economic calculus (i.e. calculation) or the behaviouristic symmetry of stimulus 
and response, were now supposed to ensure ponderability in the same sense as 
formerly god-willed or nature-conforming behaviour did. 

Behind the facade of all these past and present constructions, however, concrete 
humans stir in their endless variety of form, in the imponderability (or 
incalculability) of their action and the uncertainty of their action’s 
consequences. These irreducible facts of the matter can of course be largely 
discarded through rationalisation (i.e. as explanation or justification), but every 
social theory some time or other has to stumble over these irreducible facts’ 
effects, and then the question is directly or indirectly posed as to what then 
might these beings be, which have persistently disregarded the numerous 
representations of, and proposals for, harmony, in history until now. 
Anthropologising (or talking about man) remains inevitable, even if 
anthropology is forced into abdicating [its power and pre-eminence in (social- 
scientific) theory]. The age of anthropocentrism, when Pope opined, “the proper 
study of mankind is man”, understandably provided anthropology as a 
discipline certain opportunities. An anthropology, though, had already 
developed in the womb of ancient ontology (we remind ourselves for instance 
of the Platonic parallel between the strata of being (Is) and the strata of the 
soul), whereas the theology which came later had to likewise acquire an 
anthropology with the intention of making understandable what drives humans 
to the violation of the harmony of the Good. But mass-democratic social theory 
too does not in actual fact make do, despite its in principle repudiation of 
anthropology, without (tacit) anthropological premises and assumptions. 
Between the inevitability of these latter (tacit) anthropological premises and 
assumptions and the adhering to that repudiation of anthropology, an internal 
guerilla war takes place, which can never end in peace. One often believes in 
having already disposed of anthropology because one can, without major losses 
and complications, do without the old anthropology of drives (urges) and of 
Reason; already in regard to calculating or ethical rationality, however, things 
become much more difficult, since this calculating or ethical rationality, without 
sufficient anthropological underpinning, hovers in the air."... 

..."One basic component of the mass-democratic thought figure in Foucault 
consists therefore in the declaration of war against bourgeois anthropocentrism 
and its anthropology. The other basic component appears above all in his later 
work and consists in the demand for self-realisation, which, as we know, even 
formulated in code, ends up in a certain image of man or presupposes the same 
such an image of man. In declared agreement with “present-day struggles” 
against the ruling forms of power (or power forms), Foucault typically enough 



wants to raise the same question as the supposed originator of anthropology, 
Kant: “who are we?”; with that question, he connects the aim of “bringing about 
new forms of subjectivity, while we reject the kind of subjectivity which was 
imposed on us for centuries”. Foucault of course does not pose that question as 
a diachronically thinking anthropologist, rather he wants to know how it relates 
to the present-day historical moment. All the same: no reason and also no 
possibility exist in respect of shaking off a centuries-long ruling - and obviously 
harmful and dispensable - subjectivity, if no, until now, suppressed forces in 
man as genus (i.e. species or race) (“we”) conflict with the said harmful and 
dispensable subjectivity. What is, therefore, in man treated like a child (or led 
by the nose) and held down (or oppressed), what justifies the highly evaluative 
(value-bearing or judgemental) statement that we have become “captives (or 
prisoners) of our own history”? Foucault would have to go into (or take on) this 
aporia (i.e. doubt, contradiction or paradox) because he requires a new 
subjectivity not simply as a functionalistic sociologist and social engineer, who 
ascertains a gulf between conventional (or traditional) modes of behaviour and 
new social conditions (relations or circumstances), that is, between “psychical” 
and “social systems”, and wants to remove this gulf, no matter with what signs 
(i.e. symbolism). On the contrary, he thinks in normative categories, and from 
the new subjectivity he expects emancipatory effects (consequences or 
results)."... 

..."“Human dignity” and “human rights” constitute just as little truths which the 
social subsystem (or part system) of science discovered and then put at the 
disposal of society, as for instance the doctrine (or teaching) of man as image 
and likeness of God, whose place the said “human dignity” and “human rights” 
took. The positivisation of the law (and justice) takes place at a logically 
subordinate level (or stage), at which the ultimate questions of the polity as 
regards meaning and identity are not posed, because at the level of premises 
they are held to be solved; essentially things are not different in respect of the 
Code of Hammurabi or in respect of Roman law (and justice). That area (or 
realm) of the law (and justice), which is seemingly or really indifferent to those 
ultimate questions, can be called postive law (and justice), its existence however 
proves nothing about the power and lack of power of politics, but only that a 
more or less greater part of the law (and justice), under conditions of social 
stability, can be seen as politically irrelevant. Moreover, this part of the law 
(and justice) can never incorporate in itself (or assimilate within itself) the entire 
area (or realm) of the law (and justice); as much as it may expand (or extend 



itself), it must remain outside of the ideologically sacrosanct place in which the 
articles of faith mentioned above linger undisturbed. And if positive law (and 
justice) in its indifference vis-a-vis ultimate questions seems relativistic and 
arbitrarily manageable, then this relativism only constitutes one side of the 
dualistic complex “relativism-universalism”, which, as we know, characterises 
the ruling ideology in mass democracy. The consequence of the relativism of 
the content pertaining to positive law (and justice) should, in any case, be the 
formalism of a legitimation, which would be based on the mere following of (or 
compliance with) certain procedures. However, the formal (i.e. form-related or 
form-adhering) procedure and the modes of acting connected with such formal 
procedure in themselves keep intellects(-spirits) (or minds) busy only when the 
essential content-related questions have found an acceptable solution for the 
socially decisive forces, when, that is, the material foundations of the social 
system appear so solid that a reference to the said material foundations of the 
social system could serve as direct confirmation of ruling ideological topoi (e.g. 
affluence as proof of the superiority of democracy). Should these foundations 
crackle, then the procedure itself becomes a content-related question, or else the 
content-related questions bluntly disregard all questions of procedure."... 

..."Contemporary history therefore does enough for its part in order to heighten 
awareness of the examination of problems of a social theory centred on man and 
the political - provided of course that one is in a position to put in order (or 
classify) contemporary history in terms of universal (or world) history, and to 
recognise deeper continuities, without being put off by the evolutionistically 
underpinned arrogant self-assessments of modern society. Our main concern 
here, however, is not the status pertaining to universal (or world) history of 
contemporary history, but that dimension of depth of social theory, which is 
called social ontology. As our preceding arguments (or discussions) have 
hopefully shown, no large-scale social theory can manage without an - even 
reluctant or tacit - recourse to basic anthropological and political categories. 

The political and man were and are the most comprehensive and most flexible 
theoretical framework for the putting in order (or classification) and the 
understanding of social-theoretically relevant phenomena. This priority of 
the theoretical, that is, of the descriptive standpoint implies, on the other hand, 
that for us our concern cannot be to protect “man” against the inhuman 
anonymity of “systems” or to save his ethical personality from its supposed 
degradation by materialistic economism etc.. Those, who project onto man’s 
nature an ethical-normative ideal so that the lack of realisation of the same 
ethical-normative ideal amounts to a degeneration or devastation of man, 
complain and worry about “man”. Man is, however, indestructible and is in 
complete existential fullness here, and the only presupposition (or precondition) 
with regard to his indestructibility and complete existential fullness lies in the 
fact of his mere existence, not in a certain way of life. That is why both the 
functionalistic dissolution of the human [sphere or element], as well as the 



human [sphere or element]’s ethical-normative interpretation, which directly or 
indirectly pays homage to a substantialism against which functionalism then 
turns, are to be rejected. A third, social-ontologically and historically sound way 
of looking at things has to start from the banal ascertainment that since the times 
of the primeval (or primordial) horde there is no period of history in which we 
would not recognise specifiable (namable or assignable) basic given facts of our 
own behaviour. Similar considerations enable insight into the social-ontological 
importance (status or value) of the political, of which we likewise expect 
exclusively theoretical and not ethical-normative explanations (insights or 
information). Indeed, the theoretical fertility of this insight can be proved in 
several and important part questions (i.e. secondary (incidental or minor) 
questions), thus e.g. during a methodical (i.e. methodological) clarification of 
the relations between social theory and the science of history, or in the attempt 
at an overcoming of the artificial alternative in “individualism vs. 
holism”. 

The programmatic putting first of the political and of the anthropological 
allows, finally, the constant, positive or negative continuing (or picking up the 
thread) of a thousands of years old social-theoretical tradition - and indeed not 
only of the West and not only of the (Western) modern era. The frequently 
mentioned smug self-confidence of mass-democratic social theory, the 
conviction in respect of a radical break with the “pre-modem age” etc. is often 
articulated in the form of an ignorance or ignoring of older theoretical positions. 
The translation (or transmission) of age-old questions into an ever-changing and 
all the more complicated vocabulary gives rise to the impression of constant 
theoretical progress, in relation to which the claim to originality is based not 
seldom on the lack of sufficient knowledge of sources and of the literature; what 
for the obscure doctoral candidate is prohibited, brings others fame (or glory). 
The reminding of the age of central methodical (i.e. methodological) and 
content-related questions seems to cause uneasiness because the said reminding 
eo ipso refreshes the memory in respect of the age of the (social) world and of 
man."... 


In Chapter I, post-World War 2 (mass-democratic) ideology in social theory 
(e.g. as represented by Parsons, cybernetics or cybernetic systems theory, the 
open system, Luhmann and functionalistic systems theory, Habermas and the 
theory of communicative action, "intersubjectivity", an evolutionistic 
philosophy of history, the evolutionism of differentiation, Foucault; rational 
choice theory, economism, economistic anthropology and economistic social 
theory; G. Homans and behaviourism etc.) is pulled apart and exposed in 
order to set the scene for Kondylis's own comprehensive theory of the social 
relation or social-ontological perspective in Chapters II-V, which draws and 
builds on aspects of formal sociology and interactionistic points of view, 



whilst having a non-substantialistic and non-normative understanding of the 
political (or political factors) and man (or anthropology). Chapter I includes 
mention of: the difference between anthropocentrism, anthropology and man 
as a historically-socially acting being, the spectrum and (intersubjective) 
mechanism of the social relation, (historical) changes in values, the 
inseparable co-existence of man and the social, how various aspects or 
activities of society (political, aesthetic, religious, scientific, economic etc.) 
interrelate at a general level; the centrality of, and inevitable tension between, 
both relativism and universalism in the ruling mass-democratic ideology; a 
distinction between politics and the political against a common backdrop of 
the (social-ontological question of the) cohesion of society and the 
maintenance of social order, the conceptual construction of "world society", as 
well as telling references to Herbert Spencer, Piaget, the Is-Ought and 
"community-society" distinctions, Tonnies, Durkheim, Gehlen; the (bourgeois) 
modern era's philosophy of the subject, anthropology and ideals of Reason; 
the confusion of anthropocentrism and anthropology, Weber, Giddens et al.. 


Chapter II 


Chapter II (Section 1) begins with the very important contrasting of Dilthey 
and Husserl as to the (social) ontic roots or foundations of philosophy, and it is 
pointed out how Western philosophy reached the threshold of social ontology 
in the 20th century, whilst also indicating the polemical origins, in the history 
of ideas, of the emergence of the (ideological) critique of culture associated 
with "instrumental thought", "thoughtlessness of technology (technique)" etc.. 
Kierkegaard appears within the boundaries of the discussion, only to leave in 
search of the ideology of "genuine" existence rather than stay in the 
exploration of the constitution of the social (or society). Preliminary comment 
is made about the social relation between individuals (and aspects of 
anthropology) as being part of social ontology's research area, but not 
exhaustive of such a research area, since logically the social-ontic or society as 
a whole must exist prior to, and be broader than, the examination of the social 
relation between individuals. As regards philosophical analysis of the social 
relation, inter aha, Heidegger's supposed non-ethicism is exposed in the 
struggle between the so-called actual (real, true or genuine) and the unactual 



(unreal, untrue or ungenuine), and Sartre at best only touches upon the 
fundamental issues (e.g. the spectrum of the social relation) while remaing 
beholden to his own rather impressionistic, literary or theatrical style. 
Significant points are made about Schiitz and the social relation, as well as 
about the ethicism and normativisim of Buber and the dialogicians t in fact < the I_ 

Thou interrelation(ship) can be seen as a "philosophical" precursor of the ideology of "tolerance" and 
"diversity" in Western mass democracies] . the dialogicians' precursor, SO to Speak, 

Feuerbach then leads us to a high point, if not the highest point, in 

the development of the social sciences. Karl Marx is seen 
now, for the first time in the exposition of the history 
of ideas, in the light of his true and colossal theoretical 

value: as theorist of the social relation as regards 
man's existence Vis-a-vis man in society, i.e. on the basis of the pre¬ 
existence of society and from the point of view of society, and as regards 
man's ((human) society's) existence in and vis-a-vis nature (as well as the 
(changing) reciprocal effect of both human society (man) and nature on 
each other to the extent there is such an effect); furthermore, Marx's 
theory of ideology is highlighted as a first-rate social-scientific 
achievement in how it at least touches upon the fact that every ontology 
or theory must be preceded by a social-ontically determined state of 
mind and that every ideology regarding social and extra-social being 
contains elements found in all such ideologies (power-claims and the 
drive of self-preservation (as anthropological constants), belief in and 
attribution of meaning, separation of the world into "good" and "bad", 
identity (the familiar) and anti-identity (the Other), etc. (as social- 
ontological constants encompassing the anthropological constants)), 
notwithstanding that Marx's (recurrent) economism and (at times full-on) 
ethicism do not allow him to develop a social ontology worthy of value- 
free (i.e. descriptive, non-normative (and explanatory)) science [ofcourse 

man's evolution is totally beyond the scope of Das Politische und der Mensch and is therefore not 
addressed, i.e. it is not of concern here to draw a distinction between e.g. the various types of hominidae 

(great apes], nor to draw attention to evolution up to and throughout homo sapiens sapiens etc. - the 
distinction between man and animal as can be observed by the layman suffices here] The discussion 

of philosophers in the realm of the social ends with Schopenhauer and 



Nietzsche, whose anti-intellectualistic epistemological and anthropological, 
existential views exist in a sociological and historical vacuum. 


Section 2A of Chapter II surveys the two major kinds of founding of 
sociology (as represented by Weber and Durkheim respectively), having 
first hinted at the (structural or formal) points of commonality and 
difference between social ontology, sociology and historical science. The 
discussion in respect of Max Weber shows how the great sociologist did 
not theorise the social relation or social action as part of a fully 
developed social-ontological analysis of what is a constitutive part of all 
societies, but rather at best mixed (or confused) the social-ontological 
level of analysis with sociological(-historical) analyses or in trying to 
differentiate between historical science and sociology. The intractable 
problem of deriving averages and regularities from the different 
subjectively meant meaning of a variety of actors exposes Weber's 
(and Schutz's) analytical weaknesses when the heterogony of ends brings 
about social facts. Weber's use of "meaning" and "understanding" also does 
not serve to adequately found sociology as a scientific discipline with its 
own specific differences and traits (vis-a-vis history and social 
ontology) - since such use would more likely apply to the distinction 
between the humanities and the natural sciences at a much broader level 
- but rather, inter alia, polemically sought to rebut Comte or Marx's 
(natural law-related, and highly unscientific) sociological philosophy of 
history. Apart from dealing with the discrepancy between Parsons's 
(social-ontologically relevant) theory of action and Parsons's (normative) 
sociological analysis, Kondylis highlights Weber's epistemological failings 
in combatting the philosophy of history with methodological 
individualism, while in practice employing ideal types corresponding 
to social facts (cf. Durkheim's theory) in basing his often brilliant 
sociological-historical analyses on the difference between conceptual 
constructs and reality. Seemingly paradoxically, the other great 
sociologist, Durkheim, notwithstanding the normativism and relative lack 
of historical depth in his sociological analyses, was able to go one major 



step further than Weber (in terms of the clarity of his methodological 
stance, if not in practice) in founding sociology as a scientific discipline. 
Psychologism and the individual psychologies of humans are not irrelevant 
to the observer of human affairs (e.g. in scientific historiography), but 
social facts and the study of such social facts in sociology arise from an 
epistemological decision based on social facts' existence through human 
action. Such social facts, which as facts are ontically obviously more than 
just tangible things or objects (since they result from human action), are 
what can be apprehended beyond mere introspection, i.e., they 
incorporate, apart from the humans acting in relation to the social fact, 
the socially held (by the said humans) notion and or ideology of (belief in) 
"the navy", "the government", "the economy", "the law", morality, 
religions, movements, fads, languages, social groups, etc.. Furthermore, 
the heterogony of ends also plays its part in requiring sociology to 
examine social facts beyond individual psychologies, goals etc.. We are 
again reminded that in practice Weber's view regarding representations 
(or notions) of collective constructs in humans' minds, amounted more or 
less to Durkeim's view of the existence of social facts. Reference is also 
made to Comte's and Spencer's functionalism and the limits and 
inflexibility of social facts when compared with historical reality, 
particularly when social facts are imbued with normativism. Accordingly, 
Durkheim's ethical-normative tendencies come into conflict with his own 
understanding of the social fact and his (explicit and implicit) 
acknowledgement of the heterogony of ends, as well as of the full 
spectrum of human action, i.e. not only order, agreement or concord 
etc., but also, anomie, disagreement or conflict etc.. 


Section 2B commences with a discussion of how the epistemological 
clarification of the difference between sociology and history is confused 
with research practice in regard to social-historical reality, whose 
existence cannot be simply confined to the necessary epistemological 
distinction, since social-historical reality exists as a constant becoming or 
continuum which both sociology and history (as well as all other 
disciplines in the social sciences and humanities) deal with. The 
discussion specifically turns to Durkheim's treatment of social facts and 



his failure to not include diachrony sufficiently and (logically) consistently 
in his research practice. The importance of comparisons and research into 
causes, inter alia, make the boundaries of historical science in practice 
fluid with regard to those of sociology, and vice versa. Historical science 
and sociology are both a science of man's social action, but only sociology 
of the two must be defined as the science of social action in social facts, 
whereas the science of history can also deal with facts other than social 
facts (e.g. specific acts as between specific individuals). In any event, 
Weber as a historian, and his use of the ideal type, ensured that his 
historical research would not be confined to psychologism as an 
(extreme) idiography. The benefit of Weber's approach was a heightened 
ability to isolate the laziness or ideology behind viewing individual cases 
as reflections of general situations from having a clear notion of the 
epistemological-fictive character of types, classes and generalities. 
Kondylis then goes into the very fine distinction between the uniqueness 
and singularity of a historical event, as well as into the status of a 
historical event as a cause or effect in a causal interrelation; the 
avoidance of psychologism in focusing on observable action rather than 
personal psychology is particularly noted, as well as the almost automatic 
extending of historical individuality into the sociological realm. A strict 
concept of individuality cannot be consistently employed either in 
historicism or any research practice; the use of abstractions is 
unavoidable if one wants to generalise in regard to what will be more 
than one concrete case, or in the illumination of just one concrete case, 
including as regards causes. The close interrelation between, or 
unavoidable intersecting of, history and sociology is looked at in detail 
from the perspective of the practice of these disciplines. The social fact 
is by no means sociology's exclusive object of study, and the historian 
cannot but come to grips with clashes (of interests, ends (goals), 
(individual and collective) subjects etc.), and the heterogony of ends, if 
he wants to achieve scientific insight into human affairs; Durkheim's 
understanding of the social fact remains attached to its static- 
institutional aspect, and his evolutionistic philosophy of history 
constitutes anything but a strict historical science, notwithstanding that 
evolutionistic philosophy of history played a pivotal role in the 
development of modern sociology and historical science. A scientifically 
and methodologically valid functional way of looking at historical- 
sociological matters is distinguished from functionalism as such, as well 
as from eschatology and evolutionism. The predominant mass-democratic 
thought-figure, however, offered functionalism fertile ground to take 
root in sociology while rejecting not only a philosophy of history, but 
historical method or consideration in general (e.g. Parsons). On the other 
hand, the scientific explanation of social phenomena that seeks 
theoretical explanation beyond a narrow horizon necessitates that the 



sociologist also deals with historical matters (see the noteworthy or 
remarkable work of: Weber, Marc Bloch, Tilly, Eisenstadt, B. Moore et 
al.). Content is historical, or has a decisive historical component, and 
without an analytical flexibility to explain the relations between factors 
in regard to every specific situation, sociology will inevitably be trapped 
in e.g. funtions, (sub)systems, normative preferences, ideology. C. W. 
Mills has pointed to the necessarily limited scope of the scientifically 
valid use of many concepts in sociology, particularly when their use 
claims validity in regard to world history and social formations beyond 
the West European world. A sharp distinction between historical and 
unhistorical sociology can therefore only have (a very) limited scientific 
(theoretical-descriptive-explanatory) applicaton in the investigation of 
social phenomena; whether e.g. individual action or structure has 
primacy can only be a matter of the specific analysis of a specific 
situation in sociological and historical research. A fixed hierarchy of 
causal factors in the form of a (scientifically) universally valid table of 
categories is thus an impossibility, as is a (scientifically) universally 
applicable method which depends on a categorial hierarchy or established 
conceptually. Research interests since the 1960s with regard to once 
unimportant or irrelevant matters (such as the everyday life of the 
common man, sexuality, deviance, difference etc.) reflect the (then new) 
ruling mass-democratic ideology. 


In Section 2C(a), the modern origins of methodological individualism are 
noted as developing in liberal ((social-)economic) polemics (e.g. Menger) 
against both the holistic and organicistic foe (with roots in Catholic 
Aristotelian scholasticism), which had Adam Muller as its major 
proponent after the French Revolution, and the historical school of 
economics in general. Politics or ethics have no necessary correlation 
with methodology (Schumpeter); Weber did not, however, share 
Schumpeter's perspicacity in rejecting the individualistic point of view as 
a methodological approach to be used in sociology (notwithstanding its 
use in economics). Thereafter, Hayek and Popper achieved fame in the 
climate of the Cold War as theorists (i.e. polemicists) of methodological 
individualism without contributing anything of substance to social science 
- their only substantial "scientific" value being in the use of their 
respective positions as objects of criticism, which Kondylis easily picks 
apart as, inter alia, lacking in logical coherence, and being overly prone 


to a one-sided ideological representation of their foes’ position (s), and of 
course, of empirical reality. Ropke, along with Hayek, and their 
"neoliberalism", are referred to, as are (logical) issues pertaining to utility 
maximisation, psychologism, homo oeconomicus, behaviourism, Popper, 
Homans, Coleman, and the ethicising-normativistic and fundamental 
empirical errors of both methodological individualism as well as a 
holistically meant ontological independence of a supposedly 
indestructible society. 

Hayek and Popper feature in Section 2C(b). Their methodological 
individualism falters in their own acknowledgement of the heterogony of ends 
- and they do not even realise it. There is discussion of psychologism, Weber 
and Hegel, as well as Hayek's and Popper's zealous, contradictory and fatuous 
polemics (they are e.g. in favour of methodological individualism but 
inadvertently make arguments against it when they support the notion of the 
unintended consequences of action (in a one-sided fashion), as well as, in 
Hayek's case, the ideology (myth) of the "invisible hand"). Of course, Hayek 
and Popper use the heterogony of ends selectively, and not logically 
consistently vis-a-vis their own avowed methodological individualism, or 
supposed opposition to "historicism" or philosophies of history, as well as vis- 
a-vis historical reality and argumentation in general. Reference is also made to 
von Mises, Menger, Mandeville, Adam Smith, Vico, Marx, Engels and 
Durkheim. 

Section 2C(c) delves into the social-theoretical implications of the 
unintended consequences of action. Durkheim may have erred as to these 
consequences' supposedly necessarily benefical effects, however his use of the 
social fact ensured he did not fall into the logical-epistemological trap of 
methodological individualism. The social whole, never frozen in time, is 
something (notionally and actually) more than the mere sum of its (always 
moving, dynamic) parts (individuals and their acts); not of course as the 
existence of a metaphysical being or other entity other than individuals and 
their acts, but as a social fact or social facts in which the ontological autonomy 


of the social is condensed: it is one thing for A not to attack B because A fears 
B's strength, and it is quite another thing if A does not attack B because A has 
contemplated the likely or certain legal consequences, or the "scandal", which 
such an attack will provoke. Society materially consists only of individuals, but 
the individuals as individuals do not consitute indispensable constituent 
elements of society such that if one individual e.g. is removed from society, 
that society becomes another society or ceases to exist as a society; society is 
not reducible merely to individuals as individual people (in a particular space 
in time) without the effects of other individuals' acts, groupings, thoughts, etc. 
(taking place in spaces and or times other than where we are at any given 
moment). Kondylis employs a distinction between quantity and quality to 
assist in understanding the existence of various ontological (including 
invisible and intangible) levels (of society and social facts in general, apart 
from individuals as separate individuals) without at any moment suggesting, 
in terms of matter, anything other than the existence of individuals in making 
up society. Only those who have a metaphysical belief (e.g. in ethically- 
normatively meant individualism and an individualistic monism) insist there 
is one being (Is) and its strata are homogenous. Society (i.e. human society, as 
human culture to the extext it distinguishes itself from the animal kingdom, 
and from the groupings or societies in the animal kingdom) not only pre¬ 
exists every (human) individual, but also provides a framework of social facts 
(obviously not larger in scope than society): rules, norms, customs, traditions, 
laws, ideologies, myths, religions, etc., with which every individual (at least 
potentially) interacts, and very often restrict individuals in acting upon their 
wishes or desires (whether shaped (in part) by society or not, and regardless 
of whether individuals do act contrary to the said mechanisms of social 
disciplining). Every social fact has a social-historical(-structural) background, 
i.e. (often innumerable and over time unknowable separate) interactions of 
individuals without which the social fact could not exist, and in relation to 
which present-day individuals act. Social facts (which apart from institutional 
constructs include the imponderable effects of the heterogony of ends, the 
(often) unforeseeable outcomes of collective action) reside in and come from 
an ontological zone of supra-individual factors both necessary for the 
comprehension of individual behaviour as well as being beyond directly 


observable individual behaviour (since e.g. the said ontological zone of social 
facts/supra-individual factors resulted from historical individual and group 
behaviour beyond what is directly observable by any given individual at any 
given time and in any given space); however, this ontological zone is always 
materially identical with individual humans' acts. Subjective individual 
sympathies and antipathies cannot and do not consistently or absolutely 
dominate the relations between people since the said ontological zone is a 
zone of some kind of normative social disciplining. Reference is made to other 
attempts by methodological individualists to get around social facts (e.g. 
Homans, Watkins, Danto), but of course their efforts are (scientifically) to no 
avail. Moreover, in respect of methodology, concepts pertaining to the 
collective cannot be (fully and adequately) conveyed with concepts pertaining 
to the individual, otherwise there is only one ontological level or zone and no 
society. No matter what methodological individualists do, say or write, they 
cannot ever get around the fact of society; ex post facto observations 
(common to all methodologies) of a fact as a result of individual actions is 
related to the fact of society, otherwise the heterogony of ends would not be a 
recurrent social phenomenon and individuals would be able to predict the 
future. Mention is made of Hayek's misunderstanding of Weber's ideal type, 
particularly as regards empirical reality's role in ideal-typical construction, 
and the sub-section ends with instructive exemplification by way of two of the 
greatest (macro-)sociological historians: Tocqueville and Marx - Hayek and 
Popper had more in common with Durkheim than what they thought. Every 
society and every institution consists of individuals and the relations between 
individuals, including in the (historical) background and in view of the 
heterogony of ends. 

Methodological individualism's wrong equating of social facts with a 
teleological view of history (as in Marxism) is discussed at the beginning 
of Section 2C(d), before attention turns to Popper and his unsuccessful 
attempts at unifying methodologically both the natural sciences and the 
humanities, while, inter alia, trying to avoid monism, induction, "historicism", 
"holism" or "fatalistic determinism" - all to the displeasure of methodolgical 
individualists such as Hayek (cf. I. Berlin). The discussion then examines in 
detail both Popper's failings as regards "societal (or generally scientific) laws" 
and under what circumstances such "laws" may have valid scientific 


application. The vital distinction between law and causality then arises - law is 
causality; not every causality is a law. In rejecting the possibility of 
teleological law bindedness in history and pure nomology, it does not follow 
there is no causality in history, that there can be a pure idiography (with 
reference to chance in the name of human "freedom"), that regularities signify 
the existence of laws in regard to (historical) human action, or that the natural 
sciences necessarily only find and examine laws in the strict sense. However 
laws, strictly speaking, can only exist in nature; laws and causalities are only 
ever necessarily methodological and ontological points of orientation - where 
they actually apply is a matter of case by case examination. There is mention 
of I. Berlin's (partly correct, partly skewed) view of two "determinisms" which 
supposedly abolish "free will", and his ideological individualism is exposed in 
trying to argue for meaning and purpose at the level of the individual, but not 
at the level of history and the human race, whilst leaving open the possibility 
of free will leading to "evil" (something most ethicists-polemicists don't want 
to be accused of doing). The equating of all kinds of causality with law 
ultimately serves an ideological - not scientific (strictly descriptive and 
explanatory in terms of logical consistency and empirical reality; never 
normative) - purpose. Thereafter follows an enthralling discussion of how the 
notion of free will is irrelevant for sociological and historical research 
practice, including definitions, in passing, of what sociology and history are, 
and references to Herodotus, Thucydides, E. H. Carr, M. Weber et. al.. Berlin 
had doubts about Popper's epistemological monism, notwithstanding their 
common methodological individualism; the latter thinker's "Covering Law 
Model" and its inherent flaws (e.g. in supposedly unifying the ontological 
levels of nature and human existence formally-epistemologically while 
supporting that personality and free will at the human ontological level do not 
and cannot exist at the ontological level of nature) give at least some credence 
to Berlin's doubts. The difference between the natural-scientific and 
sociological-historical way of explanation is highlighted with reference to 
phenomena, classification, causality and law bindedness and Popper 

and Hempel's confusing of epistemology and ontological 
levels is further dissected' including Popper's misconstrual of the 

burning of Giordano Bruno^ 0 f situational logic in the light of his 
own Covering Law Model, and of course Popper's 
preference for ideology and polemics over strict scientific 
and logical coherence. The sub-section ends with Homan's 
methodologically individualistic anti-Popperian 
psychologism, which, however, cannot explain why, on the 
basis of nomological presuppositions and since Homans 


ignores the social relation and the primeval (or original) 
social dimension generally, universal psychological laws 
have in different times and places produced different 
value content(s). 


Section 2C(e) gives an overview of methodological individualism's various encounters 
with Parsons and "holism", the "(norm) system" e.g. in regard to the question of social 
order and disorder, and in particular of the varied confrontations or even 
reconciliations between proponents of microstructures and macrostructures, including 
"corporate groups", "networks", the restoration of the individual to the centre of 
theory, the discussions surrounding ethnomethodology, microsociology, 
macrosociology, (communicative) interaction etc. in the 1960s and 1970s (Homans, R. 
Collins, R. Emerson, J. Alexander, J. Coleman, G. Ritzer, et al.). In turn, the 
theoretical inadequacy of such approaches is highlighted (especially in respect of the 
transition or influence between microstructures and macrostructures), and the 
subsection makes a preliminary reference to the anthropological and, more tellingly, 
the social-ontological dimension, whose existence for the purpose of logically and 
empirically consistent sociological or social-scientific investigation has not hitherto 
been fully or adequately fleshed out. 

Social-ontological factors or forces in the case of specific 
societies are consequently connected with the most 
different of historical and social phenomena, in many 
different ways, and constitute a spectrum whose parts 
and aspects can come into conflict, and often do, as 
regards content. No sociological concept in a strict sense 
can be applied to all societies without exception. 
Sociological research (ultimately) cannot but have a 
historical character. History (historical reality) shows us 
the relativity of content and values.While social facts as 
crystallisations of (collective and or individual) social 
action are the main concern of sociology and can never 
last permanently, social ontology has as its central object 
the fact of society - social facts can only ever occupy a 
part or aspect of the social-ontologically ascertained 
overall spectrum of the fact of "society", and "society", 
which can only exist as social facts and under the 


pressure of the overall social spectrum, is always prone 
to, and must (eventually), change. 

Chapter II, Section 3 is in many ways the theoretical 
high point of Das Politische und der Mensch, and of 
social theory in general. In Section 3A, social 
phenomena are seen in relation to the social-ontic forces 
or factors of the social-ontic field upon which social 
phenomena temporarily and precariously crystallise. It 
then becomes clear that social ontology is the study of 
those forces or factors which are constitutive of society 
(social being) as "order" and "disorder", whereas the 
other social sciences deal with the social phenomena 
which exist always and only against the backround of 
pre-existing society, i.e. social-ontic forces or factors 
(spread out in the form of a spectrum). Social ontology is 
strictly non-normative without ever formulating 
regularities, causalities, laws, or without ever stating 
what will specifically happen in terms of collective or 
individual social action, apart from outlining in an ideal 
(or abstract) formalised fashion the framework within 
which social action takes place and what exists in 
general. The other social sciences investigate specific 
causalities and regularities, and without an adequate 
appreciation of the social-ontological background 
against which all social action takes place, they will 
invariably have difficulty in their investigations and 
explanations. In the case of social ontology, because all 
the social-ontic factors or forces are ubiquitous, because 
such factors or forces always exist at least as 
possibilities, they are never examined as causes of 
specific phenomena or events; the variety of form of the 
social world (throughout history) can only be accounted 
for descriptively-empirically because of the said 


ubiquitousness and potentiality of all social-ontic factors 
of forces. Social ontology investigates the necessary but 
not the sufficient conditions of socially living humans' 
behaviour and action - the social sciences trace causal 
relations, i.e. the sufficient conditions. For instance, 
from the point of view of social ontology, the chances of 
war and peace are equal, but from the social-scientific 
standpoint, the said equal chances are distributed 
unequally in accordance with the situation and period in 
time. Social ontology examines the social-ontic common 
denominator in order to shed light on the individual 
social sciences and their respective limits, whereas the 
boundaries betweenbetween e.g. sociology and 
history are of a thematic and methodological kind, 
determined by these disciplines' logic of founding and 
their respective power claims in the realm of knowledge. 
A lack of social-ontological insight ensures confusion 
and quarrelsomeness in the social sciences 
generally. Social ontology, which treats the factors or 
forces of the social-ontic becoming without going into 
the specific outcome of human action on each and every 
occasion, is a strictly nomological science, whose 
generality is broader than, and superior to, the social 
sciences. Regularities described by sociology and the 
(probable) outcomes of human action are of no concern 
to social ontology, which is always multi-dimensional 
and whose various dimensions manifest themselves in 
the content of the individual social sciences. While the 
boundaries between historical, sociological, political and 
anthropological studies, i.e. the social sciences in 
general, remain fluid, social ontology in its examination 
of the spectrum and mechanism of the social relation, 
the internal dynamics of the political, identity formation, 
power etc., offers the individual social sciences a point 


of orientation and a refining of social scientists' powers 
of judgement in light of a general notion of humans and 
human behaviour - without of course, as social ontology, 
going into the sufficient reasons of the phenomena being 
explained. With the assistance of social ontology, and in 
the knowledge of the openness and flexibility of the 
social-ontic field, an always wide-awake observer 
of history does not permit sociology to lapse into 
ideological and superficial generalisations. While social 
facts as crystallisations of (collective and or individual) 
social action are the main concern of sociology and can 
never last permanently, social ontology has as its central 
object the fact of society - social facts can only ever 
occupy a part or aspect of the social-ontologically 
ascertained overall spectrum of the fact "society", and a 
society, which can only exist as social facts and under 
the pressure of the rest of the parts or aspects of the 
overall spectrum of the fact "society", is always prone to, 
and must (eventually), change. The fact of society is 
therefore broader and more fluid and more open than 
every individual social fact, and this fact of society 
produces the social facts which gnaw away at or destroy 
other social facts; social-ontological viewpoints bring to 
light only necessary, never sufficient reasons and 
conditions. Social ontology is the examination of how 
social facts interrelate with the fact of society. Social- 
ontological factors or forces in the case of specific 
societies are consequently connected with the most 
different of historical and social phenomena, in many 
different ways, and constitute a spectrum whose parts 
and aspects can come into conflict, and often do, as 
regards content. No sociological concept in a strict sense 
can be applied to all societies without exception. 
Sociological research (ultimately) cannot but have a 


historical character. History (historical reality) shows us 
the relativity of content and values. Formal sociology 
and symbolic interactionism or micro sociology confuse 
the social-ontological and the sociological, though are of 
use in contemplating the spectrum and the mechanism 
of the social relation. Next, the discussion leads us to the 
two great sociologists, Weber and Simmel, and how each 
of them, for different reasons, operated within both the 
realms of sociology and social ontology, without ever 
clearly separating the disciplines and producing analyses 
fully consistent with both empirical reality and the 
conceptual-logical founding of these disciplines. Such 
lack of epistemological separation between sociology 
and social ontology has further worsened after decades 
of the phenomenology of the lifeworld and symbolic 
interactionism. Social ontology is the study of the 
original and always present and active (complementarily 
and or antithetically) aspects of the social-ontic, which 
ensure the openness and endless productivity of history; 
social ontolgy deals with the slowest time flow regarding 
human affairs given that the spectrum of the social-ontic 
forces and factors has remained stable since the 
beginnings of mankind’s history. Change in historical 
and sociological phenomena is qualitative, and such 
phenomena struggle, ultimately in vain, to prolong 
themselves in time (even if the period of time in 
question lasts for millennia). The spectrum of the social 
relation, its diachronic stability and the synchrony of its 
original aspects, constitutes an age-old knowledge found 
in all cultures, particularly in relation to human social 
behaviour and motivations. However, a scientific pre¬ 
education is necessary to understand the subject matter 
of historical and sociological research: customs and 
institutions, world theories (i.e. world views) and rituals. 


The social-ontic as a deeper stratum of existence found 
in all social formations (notwithstanding that different 
aspects of the social-ontic may feature more intensely or 
more broadly than other aspects in different times and 
places) means that social ontology does not examine the 
history of ideas or ideologies as history and sociology do. 
Social ontology recognises the terrain on which 
ideas, which are necessarily connected with concrete 
humans, flourish, and explains why social-ontic factors 
can only unfold through ideas. The necessity of the 
ideational mediation of everything social is a social-ontic 
fact and must be explained social-ontologically. But 
ideas as specific content do not possess any social-ontic 
necessity - in this sense, there are no ideas, there are 
only humans living in society and culture, whose social - 
ontically determined and explainable action must be 
connected with what one commonly calls 
ideas. Sociologically-historically and culturally different 
societies are able to be understood (at least in part) by 
outsiders because the social-ontic field is common 
across all societies, notwithstanding actors' different 
self-perceptions and the (sociological-historical) reality 
of cultural relativism. Understanding is thus revealed as 
the fundamental mechanism of the social relation. Social 
ontology is the study of the social-ontic field and 
constitutes the social-ontic field's conceptual 
reconstruction. Social ontology is an empirical 
discipline, it is always tested against empirical reality, 
but it is not positivistic in terms of using only the 
inductive method, nor does it proceed nomologically like 
the physical sciences. The factors or forces it 
conceptualises are never necessarily uniformly active; 
they are spread across a spectrum whose aspects also in 
part come into conflict as to their content. 


Section 3B of Chapter II begins with a discussion of 
what is relevant as society (i.e. society as the social) for 
social ontology. Why cybernetic systems theory (lack of 
insight into the necessary preconditions of historical and 
sociological phenomena), sociology (cannot comprehend 
even the sufficient preconditions of historical and 
sociological phenomena), and functionalistic systems 
theory (the biological and anthropological constants 
expounded as basic human needs do not pre-exist 
human societies, since humans only exist in (relation to) 
societies, but intersect with the institutions humans 
create for the socially regulated satisfaction of needs), 
cannot constitute a social ontology, is explained. Social- 
ontological description deals with the social-ontic 
factors or forces which are indispensable and 
equiprimordial in all societies. There is nothing else 
beyond such factors or forces for the purpose of 
understanding society with reference only to 
ascertainable empirical reality. Researching nothingness 
may be of interest to certain "philosophers" or "great 
thinkers", but we have neither the being nor the time for 
such inquiries. Social ontology, in its study of social- 
ontic forces and factors and the spectrum of the social 
relation, should always allow free two-way transition to 
sociology and history in order to be of use to the latter 
two content-specific disciplines, and in turn, to itself be 
reaffirmed as empirically valid. Kondylis then turns to 
the crucial concept of social "order" (and "disorder", 
which is an impossibility in the social-ontological sense 
given that the fact of society as order is always taken for 
granted). Such social-ontological order as the fact of 
society, free of content and hierarchies of factors, 
however, is contrasted with historical-sociological order, 


which is always ultimately subject to change since it is 
always connected with content and a hierarchy of 
factors, and whose relative "order" or "disorder" is 
always dependent on, and sociologically-historically 
examinable in relation to, a concrete situation. It is not 
surprising, however, that sociologists have confused the 
"socialisation" of individuals with normative 
preferences. From a non-normative and strictly 
descriptive point of view, there is no conflict between the 
social and the individual. The individual does not exist 
separately along with society, but always inside of, or in 
relation to, a society (or collective) of individuals and 
their culture and institutions. In other words, social- 
ontologically, the social, the collective, and the 
individual always overlap in one way or another with 
one another and can never be fully separated. It follows 
that the personal, narrowly defined, is what uniquely 
belongs to every individual (even though much of the 
personal - emotions, opinions, behaviours - is the 
product of collective influence), but social-ontologically 
the (human) social is made up of humans who are all 
individuals. The social is therefore not merely collective, 
nor are the individual and the social opposite notions, 
but the individual and the collective are manifestations 
of the social against the background of the fact of 
society. The action of an individual is not collective, but 
is necessarily, just like collective action, social. Social 
ontology is therefore the field of aspects or constituent 
elements of the fact of society (e.g. the individual and 
socially living peoples’ individual action, groups, group 
action, ideas, ideologies, culture, etc.). Society cannot be 
reduced to isolated (plain, ontically autonomous) 
individuals because all individuals exist with social 
attributes, i.e. the fact of society is primary (or: 


everything to do with humans occurs against the 
background of the fact of society). Kondylis then makes 
reference to various thinkers’ positions which imply a 
(possible) conceptual demarcation of sociology from 
what would potentially amount to a social ontology 
(Geiger, Pareto, Weber (the examination of important 
social facts such as the economy and religion, and their 
correlation, constitute Weber's indirect dealing 
with social-ontological questions regarding the being 
and coherence of society), Durkheim (correctly saw that 
social facts as interactions are the object of sociology, 
but did not grasp that the fact of society itself cannot be 
a mere social fact, nor can the fact of society be 
understood by using customary sociological (theoretical- 
conceptual) tools; social facts only exist against the 
background of a pre-existing society, and Durkheim's 
talk of "collective ideas" amounted to a normative 
mysticism rather than to an insight of social 
ontology), Simmel (did not realise that society as a 
complex of socialised individuals is a tautology; hence, 
society includes interaction which is constitutive of 
society, but is not just the mere interaction of previously 
isolated individuals), Vierkandt (saw that apart from 
mutual interaction, a joining together (union or 
amalgamation) was also needed to effect a society; 
Kondylis further points out that whilst interaction per se 
cannot constitute the differentia specifica of society, the 
factor or element which is the differentia specifica of 
society is necessarily a certain interaction - giving 
unfolding space to, and setting limits for, other 
interactions - with specific features which give society its 
specifc characteristic), Parsons (his examination of 
institutions and society's need for union, delimitation 
and self-sufficiency, which can never exist permanently 


since all societies (eventually) change, leads us to 
questions of the social-ontic dimension of the political 
and the political's ubiquitous presence in the social; 
social ontology as teaching of society's being has at its 
core the relationship between the social-ontic dimension 
of the political and other social-ontic dimensions)). Just 
as the social-ontic field, compared to historical and 
sociological crystallisations, is more fluid and more 
open(all social institutions are eventually destroyed 
(transformed or created anew) by the tensions inside of 
the spectrum of social-ontic factors or forces in the 
social-ontic field), likewise the social-ontological 
concept of society is always more fluid and more open 
than every sociological concept of society. Whether there 
are state institutions in the modern-era sense, or no 
need for state limits and political government as in the 
case of a hypothetical world society or the primitive 
horde, the political in its interaction with the other 
aspects of the social-ontic remains decisive in any talk of 
(social cohesion and) the being of society in the context 
of the social-ontological concept of society applying to 
all societies both theoretically and empirically. 

Chapter II, Section 3C reiterates that social ontology is not an unambiguous and one¬ 
dimensional study of the social which leaves real social phenomena unexplained, but 
must deal with the multi-dimensional nature of the social-ontic existing in a spectrum 
full of tensions in order to adequately describe human phenomena (relations, behaviour 
or action). Three factors or forces are from the outset found in such a spectrum: the 
social relation, the political and man. The social relation, as a constituent of society, 
represents the being of society. The spectrum and mechanism of the social relation can 
only be fully developed in society or against the background of society. Society is not 
merely relations between separately observed individuals or the sum of such relations. 
However, society contains interactions which do not necessarily relate to all individuals, 
yet seek to create a binding framework of interactions for all other interactions. Such 


(potentially) binding interactions, like all relations, have a spectrum and mechanism, but 
also have the character of the political which refers to society as a whole acquiring order 
and cohesion. The political is the interaction of all interactions. Wherever society is 
fundamentally a binding correlation of interactions, the political exists. The 
anthropological, i.e. man, is obviously a necessary part of all relations (since we are not 
for instance talking about ants or bees), more so in the case of the mechanism than the 
spectrum of the social relation. Man's involvement in the creation of the political is of 
particular interest, especially since man's nature is culture. The being of human society is 
the being of culture. Social ontology and social-ontologically oriented anthropology do 
not deal with cultural content and the sufficient conditions of this or that culture, but 
only with the necessary conditions of culture as human nature. The social relation, the 
political and anthropology (the study of man) are in no way ever hierarchised or 
prioritised, they are always equiprimordial and mutually dependent aspects of the social- 
ontic. Neither sociological "holism" or historical methodological individualism will do. 
Next, the social relation's examination is distinguished as between sociology and social 
ontology. Permanent movement within the social relation's spectrum between the 
extremes of friendship and enmity helps ensure that individual and collective social 
phenomena are never subject to nomological explanation. The social relation's 
mechanism, which never changes and permanently operates throughout the social 
relation's spectrum, applies to social action, understanding, rationality and language - 
also ensuring there is never any permanency (or permanent ubiquity) of concrete 
historical social phenomena, no matter how such phenomena are defined or how much 
they are taken for granted in any given historical period (e.g. from nomadism, feudalism 
and racism, to feminism, deconstruction and post-racialism). The political is, of course, a 
social relation, and the spectrum and mechanism of the social relation fully apply to the 
political (so that everything social has the potential to become political); however, not all 
social relations are political. That is why the friend-foe criterion cannot be the differentia 
specifica of the political as C. Schmitt purported (since such a criterion applies to the 
very being of society). Both Schmitt and his critics, who hope to efface or minimise the 
"foe" in the said criterion, overlook that the existence of both "friend" and "foe" (even if 
only as potentiality) is something which is a necessary feature, empirically observable, of 
society as society, and not because "philosophers" think, talk and write about friendship 
and enmity. The political is a particular social relation which gives (and seeks to give) 
society, order and cohesion. In society, everything is interaction, however not all all 


interaction is political.Kondylis next draws a distinction between "the political" and 
"politics", the latter being the different (institutional and non-institutional, changing) 
historical concretisations of the former - the political is always constitutively existent in 
society as social cohesion and social order. Both the political and politics are therefore to 
be found in every society, and any imagining of society without them is precisely that: 
imagination (always with concomitant normative-political preferences and power 
claims). [In fact, the constitutive nature of the political means that e.g. two great 
philosophical-political strands in Western thought (that of Hobbes and that of Rousseau) 
and the debates surrounding them, have existed and burdened thousands of thinkers 
without having a sound conceptual-factual (i.e. scientific) basis: in short, there is no pure 
"state of nature" for humans; society and the political must always be presumed when 
talking about humans, and the spectrum of human action from extreme friendship to 
extreme enmity is always at least potentially omnipresent in toto]). In recent decades, 
contractualistic liberalism, individualism and economism have been used in polemics 
against the state and politics to promote an ideological understanding of society (or 
supposed lack thereof). The quantitative extension of crystallisations arising from 
relations between individuals cannot explain how social cohesion and social order 
remain in place notwithstanding the chasm which may exist between social rules, laws 
etc. and their real-world operation - the theoretical inadequacy arising from a lack of 
understanding of the political, the pre-existence of society and the stricter or more 
flexible binding interpretability of rules at the social level rather than the arbitrariness at 
the personal level, is what follows from the positions of R. Nozick, J. Elster et al.. The 
political exists because society exists, and human-social activities and institutions 
develop from the political not instrumental^ but within the context of society with its 
inherent or necessary social cohesion and order (i.e. its political), irrespective of how 
such cohesion and order is defined or operates on each and every respective 
occasion. The political is interwoven with human society from the beginning of human 
society, whereas politics, as the political from the perspective of subjective bearers, 
constitutes that human activity through which various individuals and groups seek to 
impose (support etc.) their understanding of society's cohesion and order and or of how 
society's cohesion and order should be.Society is then defined as a certain interaction (or 
mutual influence) of individuals which attains such an expanse and density that in 
society the question of cohesion and of order in the form of a specifically political 
question as to the common good is posed, in relation to which the thereby outlined field 


of tension of the political is set in motion as soon as it is a matter of bindingly defining 
the common good, that is, of the political, by invoking the political’s specific point of 
view to be put in the service of a concrete politics (in contrast to another politics). And 
since politics exists on a particularistic basis, interpretation of the common good is 
multi-faceted as well as ideological, and hence the struggle for the bindedness of 
interpretation of the common good becomes inevitable. Every current governmental 
state of affairs in all societies, from the primitive horde to modern mass democracies, 
seems to be ongoing because particularistic politics must always draw from aspects of 
the particularisable generality of the political, i.e. from cohesion and order. Society can 
now be defined as a collective of humans, every one of whom can raise a claim to 
bindingly define the common good, so that the social-ontologically necessary rules of 
living together (i.e. co-existence) make up the object of an incessant activity in respect of 
definition and of interpretation, and consequently represent both bearers of social 
cohesion and of social order as well as vehicles for the attainment of particularistic ends 
(goals). Common, at their face value, meanings and notions, such as the common good, 
thus turn into a battlefield for their binding interpretation, as a specific aspect of the 
political commands. In regard to the third ontic aspect of the social, a social- 
ontologically oriented anthropology, which is concerned with human nature as culture in 
its interaction with the social relation and the political and with the openness and 
plasticity of the social-ontic field, is not the same as anthropology in general and 
associated disciplines, which often deal with cultural content. Kondylis then briefly 
touches upon the mechanism of the social relation and the role it plays with the social 
relation's spectrum in shaping what is specifically human. The need for identity and 
meaning, and associated power, in the context of culture, merges with the drive (urge or 
impulse) of self-preservation, or such need even takes the drive of self-preservation's 
place (self-sacrifice as the command of identity). On the basis of understanding, 
rationality and language, which make up the mechanism of the social relation, an 
"intellect(mind)-spirit" is developed and branches out. And finally, identity, power and 
intellect(mind)-spirit are channeled into the political, which in turn crystallises in one or 
another kind of politics while trying to bindingly define social cohesion and social order. 
Hence, the anthropological, the political and the social relation are intertwined with one 
another in constituting a unity, which is the being of society as the object of social 
ontology. Neither the anthropology of Reason, nor the anthropology of drives (urges, 
impulses), neither substantialism (as concrete qualitative metaphysics), nor 


functionalism (as abstract quantitative metaphysics), suffice for a social-ontologically 
oriented anthropology. What counts, based on the empirical evidence of human action 
throughout known history, is "humani nihil alienum". And even though human nature 
might be culture, man can never be totally free of the determinations of nature, nor can 
man be formed purely on the basis of cultural criteria. The openness and malleability of 
culture, which has produced so many different cultures, does not exist beyond the causal 
determinations of nature and history, nor is what is called freedom something ethical- 
normative, particularly if one considers that all actions commonly known as atrocities 
and are attributed to "blind or bestial" nature, occur in culture with culture's means. 
Culture can be a normatively charged concept only in the language of ethics, not of social 
ontology. Man has always been, and will always be, in culture and nature. The latter two 
cannot be separated as far as man is concerned - neither can they be separated from 
society. The social relation and the political mediate between man and culture. Man 
develops as a cultured being and has the capacity to historicise his own nature, and even 
external (to him) nature (at least to some degree). The structure of social cohesion and of 
social conditions is determined not least of all by the outcome, on each and every 
respective occasion, of the struggle of mankind against external nature. Marx's great 
truth is even more telling today when the surpassing of the shortage of goods due to 
rapid technical progress (Industrial and Technological Revolutions etc.) has put in place 
societal changes of a planetary magnitude. Yet culture remains embedded in 
nature. Kondylis ends what is for the translator the greatest chapter in the history of 
macro or general social theory by reiterating that the social-ontological analysis of the 
social relation and of the political, just like social-ontologically oriented anthropology, 
only deals with the necessary, not the sufficient conditions of human action. Since the 
anthropological factor only exists in society and never before society, and is consequently 
omnipresent, and since the historical record identifies a plethora of cultures, not only 
can future human cultures not be predicted, but neither can human culture be limited 
ethically-normatively. The truly great Thucydides, an incomparable milestone in the 
history of the social sciences, saw that man's stable nature meant that either in war or in 
peace, in cooperation or in conflict, man's "good" and "bad" side are simply facets of the 
same man who seeks self-preservation and the extention of his own power either 
through physical and or intellectual(-spiritual) means. Something similar applies to the 
great La Rochefoucauld. The point is, that for anthropology to be of scientific (i.e. non- 
normative, descriptive, explanatory (theoretical) and empirically valid) use, it must be 


social-ontologically oriented, that is, it must accompany the other two social-ontic 
aspects: the social relation and the political. Empirical research can then deal with 
historical, sociological and psychological expositions. Kondylis's general theory can only 
be falsified by empirical findings of human relations and situations which burst open the 
Kondylisian conceptual framework. The translator wishes anyone who wants to find such 
empirical data, good luck. 


Chapter III 


Chapter III, lA commences by outlining from the history of ideas the transition from a 
content-laden view of History as Progress, accompanied by Man as a participant in such 
History, to the functionalism of formal sociologyin which there is no longer any 
substance or essence in History and Man, but society as a functional ensemble with 
humans functioning in different ways according to the functional requirements of the 
social(-functional) ensemble.In contributing to the paradigm shift from the (bourgeois) 
synthetic-harmonising thought figure to the (mass-democratic) analytical-combinatory 
thought figure, formal sociology separated history and historiography from society and 
sociology; whereas Comte and Marx had a philosophy of history which catered for both 
history and sociology. Interestingly, formal sociology's emphasis on forms and rejection 
of any philosophy of history led to a supra-historical founding of sociology, which has 
implications for social ontology, something the formal sociologists did not even 
consider. From Lazarus to Dilthey, Vierkandt and hermeneutics, Kondylis then traces 
notions of society as involving relations, interaction (mutual influence), while shedding 
the last vestiges of the philsophy of history and even individuals as stable subjective 
bearers and objective meaning contexts, to end up in function, force and movement 
(rather than the fixed, [in] itself same, and substantial) in the thought of the young 
Simmel. However, Simmel, who never let go of the community-society (ultimately false) 
dichotomy, failed to see the political which makes a society out of interactions, nor did 
he understand that functionalism (in his thought, and moreover in later systems theory 
supporting the supposed "rationality of the system") amounted to an ideological 
metaphysics in need of an explanation like substantialism. Functionalism in Simmel's 
immediate successors such as Vierkandt (as it were, a precursor of cybernetic systems 
theory), not only turned its back fully on the philosophy of history, but also referred to 
natural science, which had replaced the (fixed) object of knowledge with the relation and 
relativity. The "popular way of thinking" had overestimated the "unity of the 
personality", and with the dissolution of substances into functions, everything became 
interchangeable in space, and time was displaced as the main form of understanding the 
social (see also L. von Wiese). Nonetheless, Simmel and von Wiese's conceptual and 
epistemological confusion surrounding formal sociology's notions of "pure", "general", 
"special" sociology, including the empirical inability of associating much disparate 
content with specific forms (e.g. forms of socialisation), as well as the fact that sociology, 
to the extent that it is not history, is per se a matter of formalisation in any event, mean 
that Simmel's distinction between pure and general sociology (or general and special 
sociology according to v. Weise) is ulitmately of ad hoc (e.g. micro-sociological) use, and 
cannot provide the scientifically-descriptively more useful conceptual tools found in 
Kondylis's epistemological distinction between social ontology and sociology. The 
problems surrounding pure forms as an omnipresent criterion (e.g. "union and 



disunion" or "nearness and distance"), and law bindedness (determinism or law-based 
necessity) as the recurrence of phenomena and correlations to which the criterion is 
applicable, given that such law bindedness does not actually exist (only causality exists in 
the human world of interaction), as well as the confusing of pure forms as formal 
criterion with pure forms as a steady constellation or correlation of relations which acts 
constitutively in every social construct (e.g. "primus inter pares"), plagues Simmel's and 
v. Wiese's efforts. Morever, the very criterion of "nearness and distance" is not a form 
but a pair of concepts representing, in part a datum or force under whose influence 
forms come into being, and in part an analytical criterion which can be applied to forms, 
which came into being in such a manner. V. Wiese inadvertently arrives at the fact that 
the separation of form and content can only happen at a level where the main matter is 
the spectrum of the social relation in general. However, he did not draw the necessary 
conclusions which would have led him to a social ontology distinct from formal sociology 
referring to historical content as a stable constellation or crystallisation of relations (i.e. 
as formalised content) - nor did formal sociology ever accept the existence of 
anthropological factors (absolutely necessary for a social ontology, along with the 
political, a philosophy of culture (the nature of man (human nature) is culture, and 
culture is man's nature, i.e. man is always also a part of nature, as well as being a cultural 
being), and the mechanism of the social relation which lead to the manifold historically 
attested social and cultural forms), since formal sociology always functionalistically 
deemed such anthropological factors to be "substances (or essences)". Interestingly, Max 
Weber's social action or social relation, which identified the importance of meaning, did 
not place social action or the social relation against a background of anthropology and 
the philosophy of culture; he too, including in his lack of investigation of the mechanism 
of the social relation, fell short of formulating a social ontology. Finally, Simmel did not 
manage to ever fully accept the pre-existence of society, because formal sociology 
sought a purity, even though Simmel realised that individuals could not be, free from 
such a pre-existence; but social science cannot be a zoology of animals living alone, 
and Simmel erred in asking about the possibility of society in relation to society's 
genesis rather than its cohesion. 

Section lB explores formal sociology's (v. Wiese's) notion of the formal criterion of 
"nearness (proximity)" and "distance", and how it touches upon, and points to, Kondylis's 
spectrum of the social relation (for Kondylis sociology deals with matters of content as they 
pertain to the social relation; for v. Wiese, the individual social sciences concern themselves 
with such matters, whereas sociology deals with the aforementioned formal criterion). The 
relationship between the said formal criterion and psychological factors, as well as the 
misunderstandings Simmel and v. Wiese lapse into, become the subject of a discussion, 
which in turn leads to a clarification of the concepts of "nearness" and "distance". The crucial 
difference between spatial-physical and social nearness and distance (two lovers embracing 
each other and two enemies fighting each other bare-handed; A might be embracing B 
passionately while secretly, however, wanting to kill B, etc.), is highlighted, because exactly 
therein do social-ontological-anthropological categories (forces and factors) of identity and 
power (in the broadest sense) assume their multifarious ((historical-)sociological) content in 
the juxtaposition between one's own identity and power and another's identity and power. 


Thus, "pure sociology's" formal criterion of nearness and distance is transformed into a 
component of a social ontology. Nearness (proximity) and distance are then also looked at 
from the point of view of supra-ordination or subordination, as well as from the point of view 
of for (with) and against. Nearness (proximity) and distance are then also looked at 
from the point of view of supra-ordination and subordination, as well as from the 
point of view of For (With) and Against. Kondylis explains how For (With) and 
Against (or "association - dissociation", "friendship - enmity") as representative of 
a genus, whose species is supra-ordination and subordination, constitutes a form of 
a relation containing all the polarity in the entire spectrum of the social relation. 

L. v. Wiese is at the centre of attention at the commmencement of Section 2A. 
In particular, it is highlighted that v. Wiese, in contemplating notions relating 
to association and dissociation (nearness and distance), eventually held that 
(formal) sociology drew its teaching regarding "fellow man" and "anti-man" 
from "anthropology", i.e. there are always "elementary forces" in man, 
notwithstanding all the variation in the "historical form of a phenomenon". 

The result was that v. Wiese breached his own prohibition in respect of 
connecting forms with content(s): the polarity in the anthropology of drives 
(e.g. "love" and "hate") now explained the polarity in the spectrum of the 
social relation. Consequently, the psychological could no longer be clearly 
separated from the sociological. A social ontology is now one step closer. 
Kondylis then explains that there are many forms and degrees of nearness and 
distance, which create the spectrum of the social relation, whose outer limits 
are extreme nearness and extreme distance. Between the said two extremes 
(or poles of the social relation's spectrum), however, there is a great variety of 
forms and degrees of the social relation, which in any event cannot escape 
from certain anthropological factors or content(s) such as life and death, the 
most basic, fundamental and protogenic factors of all. Life takes place always 
at least potentially in view of death, which is irreversible. Life cannot be the 
criterion of death, since the dead do not know what life means, but death 
becomes a criterion of life, because the living can imagine (one's own and 
others') death at any moment. As far as the spectrum of the social relation is 
concerned, without the anthropological basic fact of death, the spectrum's two 
poles, i.e. extreme friendship (sacrificing one's life for another or others) and 


extreme enmity (killing another or others) would cease to exist, and human 
immortality would have led to vastly different societies. That, however, is not 
the case. The role of death in defining both extreme enmity and extreme 
friendship was something acknowledged since ancient and early Christian 
times, and all polities (and war), as well as action as between citizens without 
state involvement, have always been characterised by the presence of death at 
the extremes of the polarity of the social relation. It must be reiterated 
emphatically that the social relation's polarity does not define the political, as 
it is part of the social which encompasses the political. Nor does the said 
polarity have anything to do with any kind of value judgement regarding man. 
All of historical and social experience attests that humans are all capable of 
"altruistic" and "egotistical", "friendly" and "inimical" acts. There is no 
absolute, extra-human measure of "good" and "bad (evil)". Everything humans 
do is solely within the compass of human action and part of the human 
condition. Someone who kills is not necessarily "bad (evil)", and someone who 
loves or dies for another is not necessarily "good". The anthropological fact of 
death, i.e. man's mortality, and the polarity of the social relation cannot be 
reduced to psychological factors. The human condition cannot be "improved" 
in the sense of the (total) effacement of the inimical or "bad (evil)" pole of the 
social relation. [On the other hand, social disciplining, in the sense of the 
ideological (and the attempt at the real) effacement of what is deemed "bad 
(evil)" necessitates a continual struggle against "evil", regardless of whether a 
particular content of "evil" has (largely) been or can be overcome in practice, 
because a new content of "evil" always arises to fill the void, so to 
speak]. Next, Heidegger’s social-ontologically irrelevant, and 
philosophically-linguistically bloated and ultimately scientifically useless 
(narcissistically ethicising) ruminations in Being and Time regarding, inter 
alia, death, “authenticity” and “somebody (people or the They)” (German: 
“Man”) are exposed by Kondylis for the “hot air” they constitute, and in the 
process the so-called “greatest philosopher of the twentieth century” now 
seems somewhat deflated (there is also a telling reference to one of the truly 
great Tolstoy’s masterpieces: The death of Ivan Ilyich). The 20th century saw 
a number of "marriages" of radicalised theology and antibourgeois cultural 
critique, and Heidegger added nothing of non-normative, descriptive 



(empirically and logically consistent) explanatory (i.e. scientific) value (why 
should "guilt", for instance, belong to the constitution of existence?). The great 
English thinker, Thomas Hobbes, whilst correctly identifying the drive (urge, 
impulse or "instinct") of self-preservation and the all-encompassing category 
of power as non-detachable elements of human existence, could not get past a 
social-ontologically inadequate naturalistic anthropology to see that symbolic- 
ideological mechanisms in human societies mean that the ideational need for 
identity not infrequently leads to action which negates personal physical self- 
preservation in the name of the common good, collective identity, etc.. The 
fact and inevitability of death, as well as the possibility of violent death, means 
that a number of perspectives open up with regard to the founding of the state 
other than mere Hobbesian fear of other individuals. Social ontology, in order 
to constitute a science, must apprehend these other perspectives. 

Section 2B discusses the social spectrum's polarity as being in principle 
neutral regarding subjective, psychological or ethical, factors. The kind of the 
subjective stance or of the psychical act does not necessarily correspond with 
the kind of the social act, even though the latter must be accompanied by the 
former. Both association and dissociation can arise because of affective 
factors, end(goal)-rational (expedient) self-interest, objective reasons, ethical- 
normative positionings, etc.. Moreover, love and hate both belong to the same 
affective type of motivation as opposed to the other categories, but have 
different psychical content, and yet neither necessarily corresponds 
absolutely to one or the other pole of the social relation [e.g. I kill my enemy 
out of hate (and or even love) for him and his group as well as love for myself 
and my group, etc.]. The same psychical content is (potentially) active at 
different points of the social relation's spectrum. Social and psychical acts 
interweave with one another since it is at best extremely difficult to prove 
causal relations between psychical and social acts when types of motivation 
and contents of motivation continually mix with one another - and such proof 
can only be produced on a case by case basis. Psychical disposition may also 
be asymmetrical in respect of external acts (e.g. too many signs of friendship 
may provoke disbelief; inimical acts maybe overlooked because of long-term 
self-interest; one may feel personal contempt for a business partner or 
political friend, respect or admiration for a foe; intense psychical disposition 



can exist either in the direction of the friendly or inimical pole of the social 
relation, etc.). Thus, friendship and enmity constitute the decisive criteria for 
the construction of the social relation's spectrum. Motives, psychical 
content(s), thought acts are social-ontologically neutral and matters of study 
for the historian or psychologist in regard to specific circumstances. The 
formal structure of the social relation's spectrum always remains stable, no 
matter what the innumerable motives, contents, etc. are on each and every 
respective occasion. The common association of love with friendship and hate 
with enmity is not social-ontologically significant, in fact it is even misleading. 
Unlike other animals, humans are never bound by any eternal friendship or 
eternal enmity (e.g. the disposition of wolf towards lamb), and can often 
display love (hate) while hating (loving), or love (hate) slightly or deeply 
while acting more or less intensely, depending on the situation. Friendship 
and enmity are therefore structurally stable as forms of the relation, but the 
actual friends and foes (can potentially) interchange continuously in role 
allocation because they have no substance or essence as friends or foes 
(cf. Pantschatantra). Identity is not a psychological variable but an 
anthropological constant which, if viewed as an abstraction, is tied to self- 
preservation before the friend-foe polarity of the social relation becomes 
active, i.e. an identity never necessarily presupposes fixed friendship or 
enmity. Identity, which cannot exist without emotions and thoughts, is 
capable of opposing instinctive preferences and of overcoming the pleasure 
principle through the principle of reality and power in its (potential) 
interactions with other identities in any given situation. Neither psychologism, 
nor the logic of the situation alone adequately explain how an act in a 
situation is mediated by an interpretation of the situation, which in turn is 
always connected with the development, modification and maintenance of 
identity. Wherever the question of self-preservation is posed (= the question 
of identity, anthropologically and social-ontologically seen), the question of 
power is also posed, as well as the attendant distinction between friend and 
foe. Of course, very often, where personal and public relations of power are 
stable, there is no direct questioning of identity; however, when matters reach 
extremes, then extreme enmity (the killing of the foe and (the complete 
rejection of) his or its identity) and extreme friendship (self-sacrifice for one's 



friends and (the complete recognition of) their identity) come into play (cf. 

Aristotle, Cicero). Friendship and enmity do not correspond directly to love 

and hate or to socialisation (sociality) and lack of socialisation (non-sociality). 

Society is not created through friendship and destroyed by enmity. Society is 

the field in which friendship and enmity occur. Morris Ginsberg correctly 

observed that sociality as such does not distinguish man from beast, but 

rather man's ability to turn against the will of the group or of the totality of 

men. Altruism can seek confrontation and enmity when its recipient is under 

threat. Someone can seek the praise of others, while being indifferent to, or 

even hating, them (cf. Chamfort, v. Wiese). Nearness and familiarity, just like 

sociality and socialisation, are neutral vis-a-vis friendship and enmity. 

Personal nearness and familiarity can lead to both (extreme) friendship and 

(extreme) enmity, and strangeness by no means necessarily leads to enmity; 

the examples are innumerable. It is friendship and enmity which determine 

the nearness or strangeness in any given situation, and not vice 

versa. Kondylis next, within about eight pages, proceeds to give an enthralling 

historical overview of the nuances of friendship and enmity by means of 

telling examples from the history of ideas: Bacon, Empedocles, Plato, Aristotle, 

Sophists and Rhetoricians, Democritus, the Pantschatantra, Cicero, Montaigne, 

Rivarol, Tonnies, Durkheim, Sorokin, Charles H. Cooley, Hesiod, Weber, R. 

Michels, Spinoza, Hegel, Plutarch, A. Ferguson, R. Thurnwald, La 

Rochefoucauld, G. Halifax, Saint-Exupery, Ovid, Xenophon, Thucydides, 

Clausewitz, Virgil et al., feature in what amounts to a breathtaking exposition 

of this well-known "Schmittian" (!) topic. Some of the themes covered include: 

whether friendship and enmity correlate with equality (sameness) or relate to 

self-interest and utility, virtue and reciprocity, or a combination of the 

aforesaid; the role of the kind of interaction, dependency, self-understanding, 

and the understanding and expectations one has in respect of the Other, etc.; 

the centrality of the plastic essence (or nature) and behaviour of identity, 

including in relation to similarities and dissimilarities within the friend-foe 
spectrum- mutual love for something and/or a common aim or goal are not 

sufficient of themselves to guarantee friendship if there is no agreement about 

the role, position and "cut” of every side involved; impersonality, serving the 
"greater Good" and extreme enmity - the nee d for a collective (polity, 



community, etc.) to have a collective foe, or foe as a class of certain people 
(thieves, atheists, racists, etc., etc., etc.); enmity, not as the product of blind 
passion and ethical decline, but as a necessary component in the shaping of 
personality; the ascertainment since ancient times that friendship and enmity 
cannot be divided on the basis of intellect and emotions, and that the worst of 
foes and the best of friends often have the same qualities and abilities; the 
capacity to cooly judge the situation and the strengths or forces of the other 
side can often be crucial; ethics and emotionality can be connected with both 
friendship and enmity; psychological and ethical motives cannot be taken into 
account by the social-ontological description of the spectrum of the social 
relation on a grand scale, and as a result there is no means available to anyone 
to effectively control what happens within the social taken as a whole. 


Chapter III, Section 3A delves into the unalterable importance of the two poles (killing; 
self-sacrifice) and the polarity of the spectrum of the social relation in terms of, inter 
alia, "setting the tone" or giving the basic framework for (understanding) human action, 
but also explains how the (vast) majority of human action takes place between, not at, 
the two poles as extremes of killing one's foe and sacrificing oneself for one's friend. It is 
also highlighted that regardless of the order and significance of causal factors, such as 
"economic", "intellectul(-spiritual)" or "biological" causes, at any given time or in any 
given situation, the spectrum of the social relation as polarity and continuity always 
remains a social-ontological constant. Consequently, moralists of whatever hue or origin 
in trying to truncate or eliminate the inimical pole and or half of the spectrum of the 
social relation, at best, succeed in behaving like tricksters, magicians or animists. On the 
other hand, the social-ontological existence of enmity per definitionem means the 
social-ontological presence of friendship (and vice versa) so that the notion of the social 
as being a "war of all against all" is absolutely absurd. The three structural features of 
friendship and enmity (1) the mutual symmetry of the internal structure of the 
continuity in the spectrum of the social relation = symmetries as to intensity = an 
endless number of gradations and shades of friendship and enmity; 2) symmetries as to 
extensity - from the insignificant in peoples' lives to the all-important; 3) all the various 
kinds of social relations within the friend-foe spectrum can and do take place in both 
the private and public realm, as well as on an individual and collective basis), are then 
outlined. Even though social relations between individuals and or collectives do not 
have the same morphology as Simmel and von Wiese believed, many fields, from art and 
philosophy, to the economy and politics, to religion and science, are all constituted, split 
and transformed in relation to the friend-foe polarity and continuity of the social 
relation's spectrum. There are no hypostatised ideas, peoples, spirits etc. but continually 
transforming (inter)relations and groupings of concrete people bindingly defining on 
each and every respective occasion supra-personal and or supra-historical collectives. 
Continuity in the spectrum of the social relation exists because there can never be a 
state of absolute and continual existence at either of the poles of the spectrum of the 



social relation. Society can neither exist based on everyone sacrificing himself for others 
nor on everyone fighting, with the intention of killing, others. Hobbes's "war against 
war" is wrong, but Rousseau and Montesquieu's peaceful state of nature is also wrong, 
even though their position correctly implies that war is the result and a fact of society. 
Clausewitz, probably more than anyone else, saw that war, which is not understood 
metaphysically or psychology by Clausewitz, could not be the only and permanent fact 
of society. Society, with its "large number of things, forces and circumstances", the fact 
that war is a political(-social) act, and man observed in the light of the philosophy of 
culture and anthropology, mean that war cannot be permanent, but neither can its 
potentiality be eliminated. Identity (and values and social practices or stances) in the 
context of the continuity of the spectrum of the social relation is, inter alia, a matter of 
taking a position relative to others taking positions. No identity can continually kill or 
sacrifice itself. But given the co-existence of identities with other identities, every 
identity is faced with limits on its own "room to move" or "unfolding space". 

Section 3B of Chapter III is brief and to the point. Kondylis deals with "Normality" and 
"Exception" and shows that from the point of view of social ontology, which is closer to 
history than to sociology, wherever there is normality, there is exception, and vice 
versa. Human (social) reality is such that social ontology cannot be a question only of 
norms, let alone only of laws. Forces and factors are always in (potential) existence 
which will break open every "normality". Because of his normativism and ethicism, 
Durkheim ends up contradicting himself with his «espece sociale». The criterion of 
quantity is totally misleading since e.g. in times of Peace, the killing of others is far more 
frequent than self-sacrifice for others. Durkheim again gets himself in a pickle when he 
counts crime amongst normal phenomena, even though for him what is normal is 
ethical and "healthy". Durkheim, however, being a great sociologist, came near to 
understanding that crime as quantitatively relatively rare, nonetheless is necessary in 
maintaining feelings of solidarity and "normality" in a community. Reference is made to 
Kierkegaard, H. Garfinkel, et al.. The exception thus is recognised as a steady component 
of normality. Even the most "liberal" of societies has never abondoned the threat and 
use of force (violence). The police and courts are not created anew every time there is a 
burglary. The scientific observer, not the ethicist who wants to eliminate enmity, must 
take into account the exception whenever he considers normality. What is an exception 
and quantitatively very scarce can actually show the way to (major) future social 
change. Only ethicists, whatever the starting point, dream of eternal normality. On the 
other hand, just as misleading is the (existentialist) extolling of the exception as bearer 
of "authenticity", etc.. Such a stance also cannot be reconciled with the polarity and 
continuity of the social spectrum, which arises from observable empirical reality. 
Exceptions are actually far more commonplace than the purveyors of "authenticity" like 
to think, especially as ulitimately no social life can be based on an unending series of 
exceptional circumstances. Similar were the errors of the friends and foes of 
decisionism, dealt with in Power and Decision. 

Further discussion of the phenomenology of continuity in the spectrum of the 
social relation takes place in the next Section (= Section 3C, Chapter III). 
Kondylis refers to v. Wiese and his table of "association and dissociation", and 
finds that it has no more than orientating value, because case-by-case 
investigation and analysis simply never ends. For every kind or degree of 



friendship there is a corresponding kind or degree of enmity. It is no accident 
that self-sacrifice (extreme friendship) most often happens during war 
(extreme enmity). Social ontology can only tell us that actors move in all sorts 
of ways and to all kinds of degrees here and there within the friend-foe 
spectrum. The question of who is who, what is what, etc. at any given moment, 
is for historical and (or) sociological examination. The mechanism of the social 
relation, as well as the dimension of time, which will be expounded in Ch. IV 
of The Political and Man, is essentially a theoretical bridging of the distance 
between the pure formality of the social relation's spectrum, and, the reality of 
(social) action as infinitely variable content. From the social ontological point 
of view, THERE IS NO reason WHATSOEVER to prefer one or the other half of 
the friend-foe spectrum (even though many people, regardless of their "level" 
of thought and or praxis, try to make either friendship or enmity more 
influential). Both friendship or enmity ALWAYS CO-EXIST in one form or 
another (i.e. even if only theoretically(-potentially) e contrario). Kondylis 
shows readers the error of the Mclver-Page position of society not being like 
two warring camps, and goes on to refer to the Arabian proverb which 
encapsulates brilliantly the friend-foe dynamic(s) of society. Reference is also 
made to Herodotus, Montesquieu, Sophocles, a wild bush tribe of tropical 
Africa, Plutarch, Simmel, A. Ferguson, Aristotle, A. Smith et al. in highlighting 
the absolute necessity of enmity for friendship (and vice versa). The polarity 
in the spectrum of the social relation makes for a clear understanding of 
friendship and enmity revolving around death, whereas the continuity in the 
social relation's spectrum means the friend-foe aspect takes all sorts forms 
with all sorts of meanings and nuances in extensity and intensity, starting 
with, but by no means restricted to, the Latin "hostis"-"inimicus" distinction, 
and including phenomena like the total crushing or partial (limited) defeat of 
the foe. Ultimately, whatever the extensity or intensity of confrontation or co¬ 
operation, the question of who bindingly defines or interprets rules and 
norms is paramount. Kondylis then refers to the question of the monopoly of 
interpretation as a question of power. It's the correlation of forces, and not the 
norms and rules as such, which determine whether conflict will involve 
violence or not. Total and absolute ends can, inter alia, be attained through 
limited and relative means, and vice versa. In the analysis of friendship yj s _ 

a-vis enmity, reference is made to Cicero, Ovid, Augustine, with particular 

emphasis being placed upon the fragility of friendship - after all enmity is 
inherent in friendship, since the latter ipso facto signifies a (potential) loss of 
independence which quite easily can turn into dissociation rather than 
association. Next, there is an examination of the refusal of, and exclusion from, 
friendship, societal prohibitions on "criminal friendships" e.g. between 
conspirators, neutral friendship, delimitation against third parties, the 
friendship of the so-called accomplished or perfect, attempts to relate 
friendship types to societal types, the misleading template of "community v. 



society" since all societies contain the fundamental types of friendship in one 
form or another and notwithstanding shifts in vocabulary, etc., with reference 
to Diogenes Laertius, Rivarol, Cicero, Radcliff-Brown, Lessing, the tribe Kru, Y. 
Cohen, Bodin, Thurnwald, Sorokin, et al. in the lead up to the examination of 
friendship in ancient times, including the mixing of friendship with 
(homosexual and heterosexual] eros, the expansion of notions deriving from 
kinship to encompass non-relatives, friendship as a social and political 
concept encompassing, inter alia, social cohesion, public and private kinds of 
friendship, the spectrum of intensities of all the kinds of 

friendship,... Homer, Herodotus, Xenophon, Plato, Epicurus, 
and especially Aristotle's all-time valid and social- 
ontologically crucial treatment of friendship. 

Notwithstanding the change in ethics regarding friendship and enmity, both in antiquity 
and in the Christian era up to the 18th century, friendship and enmity were seen as co¬ 
existent based on derivation from the anthropology of drives (urges). The "death of 
God" and the predominance of Man meant that enmity-free existence had to be 
transferred from Heaven (of the after-life) to Earth (of this life), and, combined with 
eschatological philosophies of history and the emerging "capitalistic global economy", 
meant that war, conflict and "evil" were to be overcome, from the Liberal Chiliasm of a 
world order of unified global markets, or its flip-side, Marxist classless Messianism, to 
other less significant variations and manifestations of Utopias which are supposed to 
arise in the Here and not the Hereafter. From the ethicising of Tonnies in seeking to 
diminish or even extinguish the role of enmity (conflict) at the "higher" stage of "(anti- 
capitalistic) community", to Simmel and von Wiese grasping the originality of enmity as 
conflict, along with peace, in all societies, and then the distinction between peace and 
war (which presupposes the existence of enmity as at least non-violent conflict) and the 
role of violence in Weber, after Clausewitz, the great modern social theorists laid much 
of the groundwork for Kondylis's finer distinctions and clear general, non-normative, 
non-ethical, conceptualisation of society. Of great interest is that, apart from the limited 
theoretical value of the findings of social psychology, an "enlightened liberal" like v. 
Mises, in opposition to v. Wiese, but along with Radcliff-Brown (and functionalism), 
ethically-normatively asserted that the social relation (inclusive of utility) is 
synonymous with friendship whilst excluding enmity, and thus such assertions can be 
seen (by the translator, not necessarily Kondylis) as representing an early articulation 
of the contemporary ideology of "right-wing" "globalisation 1 and "globalism", with the 
"left-wing" of such ideology (or simply nonsense) being represented by e.g. 
Horkheimerian "objective rationality" following in the footsteps of the mystical 
"mutuality" and "authenticity" tradition of a Buber, as well as being represented by the 
"to the left" of Parsonian "equilibrium", (cybernetic) "open system",... all of which in 
turn finds expression in e.g. Coser's rather silly distinction between "rigid", "fake" and 
"flexible", "genuine" systems, with the former supposedly only capable of being broken 
open through violent means (based on the psychical unloading of tension and not 
rational considerations) unthinkable in the latter (!), and Dahrendorf's inability to see 
conflict in all its breadth, depth and (at least potential) (hierarchical) power 
crystallisations and concentrations [again = translator's words, not Kondylis's], whilst 
believing and hoping that "change" and "conflict" could and would be contained within 



some kind of framework of "eternal peace" and "institutionalised liberalism" [= western 
mass democracies as the "Final Solution" to the history of social formations, written 
more than two decades before Fukuyama!!! (my words, not Kondylis's)]. P. Blau, 
notwithstanding any "differentiation" from Parsons, further sets the stage for today's 
"happy-go-lucky" attitude that Western mass democracy somehow constitutes some 
kind of "eternal" self-renewing social formation (incl. a constitutional-parliamentary 
polity) which will supposedly never experience the inimical half of the spectrum of the 
social relation towards or at its extremes. To conclude Ch. Ill, after highlighting 
Luhmann's ludicrous attempt at presenting society as a "system", whilst also 
acknowledging conflict as a "social system" which "somehow" arises as an "autopoietic" 
system - as if conflict in its extreme form cannot destroy any "system" and as if the 
existence of conflict has not been known to theory since ancient times! - Kondylis refers 
to two all-time greats, Machiavelli and Tocqueville, who acknowledged the role of 
conflict in invigorating and or even stabilising polities under certain circumstances, 
whilst also not forgetting that conflict can reach a point where certain kinds of society 
can and do eventually move onto other kinds of social formations. And it is not by a long 
shot clear that Western mass democracies are here to stay forever... The mechanism of 
the social relation exists equally from (extreme) enmity to (extreme) friendship... or in 
other words: your Utopia, however you might dream about it, IS NOT GOING TO 
HAPPEN, EVER! (The Political and Man, Ch. III. Sec. 4 ). Other thinkers referred to in this 
Section include: Plato, Thucydides, Leo Strauss, Augustine, Ferguson, Vierkandt, Schiitz, 
Gurvitch, Sorokin, Mclver-Page, Bales, Shils, Lipset (who, in contrast to millennia of 
political philosophy or science, postulates the notion of a "stable democracy"!), K. 
Deutsch, et al.. 
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"The dominant or ruling behavioural norms constitute frameworks of 
orientation and authorities of invocation to which someone can appeal - 
not criteria on the basis of which social life could be reconstituted in its 
concreteness. If one takes them at their face value, then they differ from 
time to time, from culture to culture and from society to society far more as 
between one another than the concrete ways of life or modes of living of 
individuals in their daily activity - ways of life, which, nevertheless, the 
dominant behavioural norms essentially and substantially influence for the 
reason that they constitute ideational constants or points of reference which 
individuals or groups take as their starting point or initial motivation, and 
which they must confront when the inner game or inner struggle of ethical 
dilemmas and of, in practice, indispensable rationalisations, takes place." 

"In the area of philosophy, which is principally of interest here, a third 
positioning vis-a-vis pleasure and striving after pleasure, however, appears 
too, which indeed quantitatively counts or matters little, and more likely 
has rarity value in the history of ideas, yet possesses enough strike power or 
punch and danger to be constantly at the epicentre or the focus of attention 
of polemics. It is a matter of the open confession of faith in pleasure in all 
its forms and without taking into account social and ethical normifications 
(i.e. normative standardisations), which are regarded as artificial or 
unnatural fetters." 

"Despite all the varying of the motifs and themes, nonetheless, their logical 
and intellectual core remains, because the social disciplining of the 
individuals must be ensured in every case, irrespective of who precisely 
rules, and also irrespective of whether the current form of social 
disciplining, in comparison to an earlier or another form of social 
disciplining, is praised and celebrated as the realisation of “freedom”." 

[Re: Plato etai.] "The contempt of the philosopher for the rabble deepens to the 
extent that he 

believes he has established, or consolidated his conviction, that the 
inclination or propensity 

towards animal, bestial pleasure must go hand in hand with metaphysical 
ignorance, that is, 



spiritual(-intellectual) roughness, coarseness and brutality, or a lack of 
spiritual and 

intellectual cultivation.... The prudent, understanding and insightful 
philosopher, and the 

“livestock or cattle herds”, have entirely different notions of pleasure and 
of life experiences 

because the former constantly keeps in mind the intelligible true being, 
however the latter ekes 

out a miserable existence in the material world of becoming." 

"...a consistent working out or elaboration in several representatives of the 
Cyrenaic School. Such nihilistic hedonism’s core thesis is the decoupling of 
the legitimacy of pleasure from the legitimacy of its cause; even immoral, 
indecent action can therefore give rise to pleasure. From that results the 
leveling of the hierarchy of the kinds of pleasure, which, in practice, boils 
down to the priority of bodily pleasure, as well as the questioning of social 
assumptions, perceptions and institutions, which usually that hierarchy is 
based upon: good and evil, the virtuous act or action and crime, vanish into 
thin air as concepts, i.e. they appear as products of artificial settings or 
forms of institutionalisation, whereas Nature knows only striving after, and 
the command of, pleasure; Theodoros, in this respect, paves the way for la 
Mettrie and de Sade." 

"The rationalism of the New Times, nevertheless, gave and won its first 
great world-theoretical battle in the former sector [[i.e. as regards Nature, 
rather than [[nature in socially interacting]] humans]] through the 
formation of modern natural science, whereas the philosophical working 
out, processing or analysis of the rehabilitation of human sensoriality (the 
sensorial dimension of man), was left to await the age of the Enlightenment. 
This delay is explained if we consider that the reshaping or transformation 
of ethics, and in effect of the social behaviour of humans, in the sense of the 
turn towards the From Here (i.e. This World or Life), touched much more 
directly upon, or adversely affected, the sphere of interest(s) of a still 
always ideologically almost all-powerful, omnipotent Church than for 
instance the heliocentric system and the laws of gravity." [[Oh my God! Am I 
in the role of Copernicus or Newton, or am I really like Mr. Bean as my better half 
thinks?@!!! = nothing to do with P.K.]] 


[[re: Hume...]] "Hence, the moral-philosophical resistance to the philosophy 
of sentiments and feeling, which made its presence felt already in the 



British debates for instance with regard to Balguy and Price, and later 
found in Kant, its most well-known representative in the 18 th century; such 
resistance usually started from a sceptical anthropology and sought in the 
autonomy of Reason that for which pleasure in its automatic mechanism or 
effect could not vouch, i.e. could not guarantee. Nonetheless, this solution, 
which seemed to open the road back to asceticism, could not win over the 
mainstream of the Enlightenment for itself, especially as it directly 
endangered the normative concept of Nature, this keystone or cornerstone 
of Enlightenment normativism. This mainstream preferred to self¬ 
consciously, with haughty self-conviction, overlook the conceptual 
difficulties , and remained with an ambivalent schema, which made both 
the orientation of ethics to the From Here (i.e. This World or Life), as well 
as the defence or pushing back against the suspicion of nihilism possible." 


"The two chief exponents of this hedonism are La Mettrie and de Sade. The 
former wants to rediscover pleasure in its original, primeval innocence, 
beyond good and evil, beyond questions and problems of conscience and of 
inhibitions, which the hard school of asceticism artificially created, in 
regard to which, however, over time, this school granted and conferred 
upon such questions and problems of conscience and of inhibitions, the 
appearance, semblance or pretence of the natural or naturalness. La 
Mettrie indeed distinguishes between merely sensorial enjoyment or 
delight, and, pleasure. But he does that only in order to imply that pleasure 
in the wider sense can captivate and put the whole of man under its spell, 
and, in the course of this, is capable of making the whole of man happy. 

The pleasures of the soul and of the spirit(-intellect), incidentally, remain 
connected to the bodily forms of enjoyment and delights; they basically 
constitute the latter’s widening, broadening and completion, perfection. De 
Sade goes down another path, by not going past, whilst laughing, 
traditional hierarchies, but by, with dogged determination, seeking to 
overturn the same traditional hierarchies or stand them on their head. 
Pleasure, therefore, does not have the slightest thing to do with virtue, and 
its full savouring must in fact accompany the energetic pushing, thrusting 




aside of the virtuous act or virtuous action. Virtue is artificial, pleasure is 
natural; that is why striving after pleasure, in conscious contrast to virtue, 
means just as much as, i.e. is equivalent to the defence of, or laying claim 
to, one’s very own, primal natural rights (i.e. personal rights vested in 
nature). If virtue or humanity cannot grant, allow or spare pleasure, then 
one’s own pleasure of necessity culminates where it runs into or meets the 
pain of another, who bows, bends and breaks to and before the stronger; 
pleasure therefore just as much means the unfolding of power, and not 
least of all, or precisely for this reason, man constantly thirsts for it, 
power." 

[[It's as if The French Madmen could See where the West was Heading about 200 years before the West started 
Spinning Totally Out of Control!!!... Ezra Pound wasn't "insane" - he just didn't properly understand Power and the 
Correlation of Forces, whilst also lacking a relatively deep or full sociological-historical knowledge... = my 
comments = absolutely nothing to do with P.K.!!! And by the way, Pound, the American, was a/the (last) Great Poet 
of the English Language when it still largely belonged to the English (subjective, matter of taste appraisal), like it or 
not!!!]] 


"This end came, not by chance, at a time when the bourgeoisie itself was 
losing, - as a result of the gradual transformation of industrial society 
into modern mass democracy -, its ruling position and its self- 
consciousness. The emancipatory banner of hedonism was now put into 
the hands of the anti-bourgeois cultural revolution, which freed the 
pleasure principle not only from the fetters of bourgeois convention(s) 
and (kinds of) moderation, but it also, in agreement with the ideal of 
self-realisation, turned this pleasure principle into the foundation of 
social organisation and wanted to put it in the place of, i.e. replace, the 
performance (or achievement) principle. The cultural-revolutionary 
dream, as it for instance was articulated in Marcuse's writings, was of 
course not realised, yet it could significantly and substantially influence 
the manners, customs, mores, morals, ethe and modes of behaviour in 
mass democracy, although this happened in a paradoxical way and 
strengthened, stabilised and consolidated rather than endangered or 
shook the "system". Because mass democracy requires in parallel with 
technical rationality, which secures the functioning of mass democracy's 
highly technicised basis, hedonistic stances and positionings too, which 
promote, foster and favour the economically just as indispensable 
increasing consumption of material and spiritual (-intellectual) goods. 




Value pluralism, whose reverse or other side is the value neutrality of 
the state and of instrumental science, belongs, however, to mass 
democracy's mode of functioning as one of its elements." [[The translator 

notes and reminds the reader that the "value neutrality" of the state is part of the overall ideal 
type of mass democracy compared to oligarchic bourgeois liberalism, which certainly did not 
feature "value pluralism" in the sense of mass democracy. In the year 2018 it could be that we are 
beginning to see signs of further and or increasingly more intense variance of western mass 
democracies in their respective actual realities vis-a-vis the ideal type. "The Philosopher and 
Pleasure" was published in 1991.]] 


"As said, in the philosophical and also practical powerlessness of 
nihilistic hedonism, the hard, unalterable, irresistible and inevitable 
necessity of the social disciplining of individuals is reflected. Both 
normativistic - of course diverging from each other and also in 
themselves split or manifold - perceptions of the ethical (position of) 
value of pleasure find themselves in the right in the sense that they 
contribute to the coping and coming to terms with an indispensable and 
unavoidable collective task and duty of theirs. That however does not 
mean eo ipso that they must be taken at their face value, or that their 
self-understanding is correct and holds up to [[scientific-conceptual]] 
scrutiny - although, on the other hand, they can fulfil their objective 
function only when they subjectively understand themselves in the way 
they do it (i.e. subjectively understand themselves). In their permanent 
and complementary effect on the winding paths of ideological 
consciousness two fundamental given facts of social, societal living 
together or co-existence come to light. The fundamental principle or 
axiom that collective self-preservation has absolute priority and 
precedence over the individual's self-preservation, is translated into the 
language of the ethical principle that pleasure should always submit to 
or conform with Reason, whose commands, by the way, are just as supra- 
individual as the command of collective self-preservation, whereas in 
the demand for pleasure, an individual desire and craving are always 
there, latent. The philosophical differentiation and hierarchisation of 
pleasures, for its part, has an objective kind of backing and support in 
the fact that culture [[civilisation]] transforms man into a "spiritual(- 
intellectual)" being or creature, by transferring biological or 
biopsychical properties, qualities, origins, aptitudes, tendencies, 

(pre) dispositions or constants to the sphere of the ideational; and 
culture, through that, nuances, refines, and makes the aforesaid 
properties etc. or constants endlessly complex; that is why under the 
conditions or in circumstances of culture, the biological or biopsychical 
element cannot be lived through, experienced and cannot unfold without 
the mediation or intervention of ethical or other, remaining reflection, 


cerebration and contemplation. To the extent that society and culture 
transform biological and biopsvchical magnitudes into ideational 

magnitudes, pleasure in the form of the elementary “animal and bestial" 

satisfaction of drives, urges, impulses is less and less in a position of 

constituting the axis of a coherent way of living or mode of life, although 

existential outbreaks, eruptions and explosions, which aim at such 

elemental satisfaction, must take place again and again ." 


"The question, nevertheless, remains whether the ensuing taming and 
subduing of "animal" striving after pleasure inside of society on a large 
scale is in actual fact a consequence of the effect of ethical Reason, 
irrespective of whether such taming etc. must understand and 
(re)present itself thus (i.e. as taming etc.), for the reasons mentioned 
just now. Were social life in reality the creation of ethical Reason, and 
were "animal" striving after pleasure truly the ultimate source of vice 
(evil) and of restlessness in social life, then this social life would have to 
calm down and be normalised precisely to the extent that the "animal" 
striving after pleasure is bridled, curbed, restrained, controlled by 
ethical Reason. But that by no means has been the case in history until 
today. "Animal, bestial" striving after pleasure could be and is indeed 
tamed or diverted, redirected, channeled in so far as social living 
together or co-existence was or became possible, or such that social 
living together was and is made possible; through that, however, 
competition, rivalry and conflict between humans have not in the least 

sto pped. This elementary ascertainment suggests or gives birth to the 

thought that forces and energies, which were freed or even only came 

into being through the taming and or subduing of “animal" striving after 

pleasure, were channeled into conflicts of another kind, and that, as a 

result, that taming happened with regard to aims, goals or ends which 

cannot be, or cannot coincide with, the fnominan aims, goals or ends of 

ethical Reason. In clearer words and terms: the law of power proved to 
be stronger than the law of "animal" striving after pleasure. Under the 
conditions or in the circumstances of culture and the, effected and 
brought about through culture, transfer of biological or biopsychical 
magnitudes to the sphere of the ideational, someone who cares or gives 
a damn exclusively about "animal and bestial" satisfaction in pleasure, 
enjoyment and delight, is and remains a social zero or an, on the 
periphery, marginal, disturbing factor, which is put aside or eliminated 
easily." 


















[[Typical Response of a typical person not too brain-dead to see what's really going on: "Oh my 
God!... is he for real? Yes, he's for real and it is so..."... = not by P.K.]] 


"Of course, inside the area of sensorial pleasure, a satisfying of the 
striving for power takes place in so far as the possession and dominating 
of the object of pleasure increases and augments pleasure. De Sade saw 
this correctly; however, the, thus viewed or comprehended, relationship 
between pleasure and power concerns only the narrower level of 
personal relations and can be transferred to life in culture just as little 
as nihilistic hedonism can become the way of life or mode of living of an 
organised society. The social boundaries of hedonism constitute at the 
same time the boundaries of its fabilities in regard to the! 
understanding of social reality, since one, from the point of view of. or 

starting from, the hedonistic identification of pleasure and power, can 

hardly bring oneself to the knowledge or become conscious that one 

must fwant tol renounce or abstain from fsensoriall pleasure exactly for 

the sake of power. Nietzsche, for his part, apprehended the relationship 
between pleasure and power far more adequately. However, he got to 
that on the basis of a rather abstract, i.e. simply or merely ontologically 
conceived absolutisation of the factor of power, without revealing the 
concrete social mechanisms through which the relationship assumed 
and described by him himself comes about or is formed. Apart from the 
strengths and weaknesses of philosophical thought, it must nevertheless 
be observed and remarked that insight and knowledge into these 
mechanisms must remain a sweet or bitter - depending on the taste of 
the researcher - fruit of knowledge, which must be forbidden to the 
many. Because only ignorance of such mechanisms secures their effect 
and functioning, and consequently also social living together, social co¬ 
existence." 
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"As long as the kingdom of philosophers is not of this world, philosophy 
must more or less remain self-gratification". 


"As producers and managers of meaning, philosophers are also producers 
and managers of power. The partly tragic and partly comical paradox of 
their situation consists in that they cannot transmute this power into their 
own social domination of others, and accordingly dream about rulers 
philosophising one day rather than about philosophers ruling." 


"Irrespective of the reasons for its coming into being, philosophy has an 
effect only by legitimising power or dominance or related claims. Precisely 
this function belonging to it explains in the final analysis why it has until 
today for the most part devoted itself to the ethical coping with, 
transcending or taming of, the phenomena of power (i.e. with the assistance 
of ethical categories): only ethically legitimised power is able to exercise 
dominance, and only ethically legitimised power can support (or topple) an 
authority (a regime of dominance). Philosophy as such never talks of power 
unselfconsciously and impartially - that is, non-ethically, therefore without 
intentions in respect of power - but only very few philosophers did that. In 
our days, a freer tone indeed sometimes becomes audible, yet that is not 
due to a solution to, or untying of, the primordial bond between philosophy 
and ethical thought, but rather to the dissolution of the total traditional 
philosophical examination of themes and topics under the influence of the 
mass-democratic-postmodern thought style still being formed right now, in 
which everything may be combined with everything with a carefree and 
irresponsible nonchalance to do whatever one wants." 

"When time-honoured, venerable institutions, or customs existing for a 
very long time, are thrown overboard without further ado, when the holy 
fetters of religion and of morals and ethics are suddenly ripped off, when 
even words change their meaning - then it becomes as clear as daylight 
that all this is artificial constructs, as well as statutes and institutions, not 
Nature." 

"Of course, self-preservation has for its part a different meaning for the 
strong, who can only maintain his power by expanding it constantly, and 
for the weak, who saves himself by making concessions to the wishes and 
desires of the stronger." 



"In Plato’s efforts to reduce sophistry to buyable, venal rhetoric and a 
technique of power, the antipathy of the aristocrat resonates against the 
morals and mores which, in his opinion, were brought into being after the 
rule of the demos, that is, against the irrational prevailing or unrestraint of 
reckless selfishness and lust for power, and, despicable, base 
hedonism. And although the structure of his philosophy does not least of all 
come out of his endeavour to confront and oppose sophistical 
anthropocentrism and relativism with ultimate, i.e. ontological and 
metaphysical arguments, he does not want to or cannot, nevertheless, take 
the Sophists completely seriously as thinkers. Thought, which revolves 
around power and striving for power, constitutes for him a superficial, 
frivolous theorisation of ruling and dominant democratic or tyrannical 
praxis, at any rate, philosophy it is not. " 

"Where several parts should constitute a unity or whole, there a 
hierarchisation into ruling or dominating, and, serving, subservient or 
servile, must also take place, which is in the interest of both sides; the lower 
tiers of the hierarchy benefit from their being controlled by the upper tiers 
in exactly the same sense as the body or flesh benefits from its 
management, direction or control by the soul, or, the faculty of desire or 
the desirous part of the soul benefits from its guidance by understanding. 
This crossing over or interweaving of ontology and ethics for the 
legitimation of domination elucidates in itself how far away the thoughts 
world or ideological universe of ancient political philosophy is from the 
various kinds of self-evidence of our mass-democratic age. Should today 
the ethicisation of politics or the replacement of power by ethics as far as 
possible serves the dismantling of dominance, domination or authority, 
which is based on inequality, then the ethical shaping of politics meant for 
Plato and Aristotle the founding of authority as dominance exclusively on 
that inequality which emerges from the (normatively understood) nature of 
things. Equality in the newer anthropological sense is nearer to the 
perception of, or thoughts about, power of sophistry, however here also 
equality did not appear to be for instance a desirable social ideal or a recipe 
for the achievement of the common good or general bliss, but it meant that 
anyone can and is allowed to rule or dominate, only if he proves to be the 
most powerful or the most proficient and worthy. The thus unethically 
understood equality of course corresponded for its part with the anti- 
metaphysical underpinning and justification of inequality amongst men. 

The almost complete extermination of sophistical literature as well as the 
full [[gapless]] handing down or transmission of the Platonic writings 
unequivocally answer the question of what the ideological options of 
organised societies must be and what ideational weapons cut, slice, chop the 



sharpest and hardest, or are most effective, in the social struggle for 
power." 

"One does not have to specifically explain what impression thinking and 
theories of a sophistical provenance about power made on Christians. But 
the heathen or pagan hubris appeared to them just as impertinent, 
shameless and inexcusable when it arrived on the scene not as naked, 
blatant striving for power, but in the guise of the search and desire for 
honour, fame and recognition. Such striving for power was in the ancient 
Greek code of aristocratic ethics absolutely at the top and was also for the 
Romans, as a sign of true manliness, familiar and legitimate." 

[[Substitute "God" with "Equality" or "man" and "he" with "human" and "she" or "it"; 
"theological" with "ideological" if you want, and you get a situation which has not changed structurally 
or formally ever... the content simply changes...]] 

"God’s omnipotence reaches in the history of ideas its zenith at the moment 
in which it is assigned [[God undertakes]] the task of distributing power 
and authority amongst men, and men are called upon to wield power and 
authority as dominance in the name of God. Consequently, God’s 
omnipotence becomes a political issue of the first order. Because it does not 
exclude the humble and meek from earthly, worldly office and dignity, it 
does not even abolish those important and sometimes or often also decisive 
spaces for wielding power, which are found away from office and dignity, 
but it forces humans in relation to that, to conduct their power struggles 
(nominally) on the terrain of the theological art of interpretation. The will 
of that all-mighty, omnipotent God, who alone can grant power, should 
now be interpreted; the powerful or the ruler is henceforth he who is 
capable of bindingly interpreting the will of all-mighty God." 

"Hobbes and Spinoza still represent the New Times in their 
innocence. With that intellectual uprightness, rectitude and honesty, which 
presumably perhaps only solitary spirits can allow themselves, they draw 
from the basic ontological premises of new-times rationalism the ultimate 
conclusions, and in the intoxication of logical consistency, which as 
passionate thinkers thrills them and carries them away, they care little 
about the ethical scandal, which they put and set up in the world. That is 
why they must be turned into or regarded as philosophes 
maudits [[= (ac)cursedphilosophers ]], precisely when new-times 
rationalism, through the so-called Enlightenment, captured and embraced 
the broader educated strata and put its opponents on the defensive. To be 
pushed through and imposed socially, however, it had to energetically rid 
itself of, or repudiate and disclaim, the suspicion of nihilism, and outbid the 


theologians at the auction of values. If striving after power is seen as the 
fundamental anthropological given fact, then ethical relativism can hardly 
be avoided, since norms and values must be interpreted as functions of 
social power and social authority as dominance. That is why as a rule (i.e. 
apart from complicated exceptions in the history of ideas like for instance 
Kant), it has been thus: the more ethically engaged and involved 
Enlightenment thinkers operated or appeared in philosophical politics, the 

more intensely and fiercely did they put Hobbes and “pessimistic” 

anthropology generally under fire. " 

"... the Ought is no norm, which is extrinsic to the Is (Being) and as a result 
must bring the Is (Being) under its violence and force, control, authority, 
dominance, if it wants to be realised (this Enlightenment perception of the 
Ought would have to end in revolutionary terror), but the Ought inheres in 
the Is (Ought), it constitutes, as it were, the driving or motive force and the 
soul of the Is (Being). That of course sounds strange, because ..." 

"Nietzsche’s incapability, despite all the delicate observations in the field of 
individual psychology, to apprehend the mechanisms of social power and 
authority as dominance concretely and against the background of a 
likewise concrete multi-dimensional anthropology, nourishes his belief in 
the possibility of a non-ethical-innocent power or in a prevailing of such 
power. Yet innocence was irrevocably lost already at the very beginning of 
culture; culture started with the adoption, assumption and acceptance of a 
meaning, and since then it reserves for the founder or donor, the custodian 
and protector or the interpreter of the meaning of things, the uppermost 
rank in the social hierarchy. The capacity, capability or function creating 
meaning and taking precautions for the future, that is, that which is called 
“spirit and or intellect” dynamises the biologically determined striving for, 
and drive of, self-preservation to an almost boundless extent, and turns 
such a striving for, and drive of, self-preservation into the striving for 
power of beings of culture or civilised beings, which unfolds, acts and fights 
first of all at the level of the aforementioned lies necessary for the 
preservation of life." 

"During the execution of a decision taken, power as Can, i.e. an ability to 
do something, turns into the struggle for power, which for its part requires 
the distinction between friend and foe. Plessner stresses that the friend-foe- 
relation stretches or extends to all sectors of life, both to public as well as 
private, however, he simultaneously wants to call anthropology, which puts 
this relation at the centre of attention, a political anthropology. From that 






one must infer a very broadly understood concept of politics, whose 
dubiousness can only be hinted at here." 


"Without making use of the term “power”, Kojeve creatively made good 
use of Hegelian conceptuality and impressively outlined the question of 
power and of the power struggle. The tight connection of this question with 
the question of the human specific feature in comparison to the (rest of the) 
animal kingdom places here - differently to Nietzsche’s late ontological 
approach - the analysis entirely at the level of human culture and human 
history, whilst at the same time, the teaching or theory of drives, urges, 
impulses tacitly undergoes in part a modification, in part a neutralisation. 
In place of the drive, urge or impulse, namely desire steps in, which as such 
of course stems from man’s biological texture or composition, however, 
desire’s specifically human character leaves the animal element far behind, 
i.e. it goes way beyond the animal element, and even demands the sacrifice 
of the animal element (that is, biologically understood self-preservation). In 
the often seemingly futile, fruitless and useless desiring of that which others 
desire - and indeed simply because they desire it -, in the desire for 
recognition and in a prestige struggle of and for life and death, the human 
being is constituted as self-consciousness, and with him, History too, whose 
end, ultimate or final goal or aim must as a result be determined by this 
constitution of the human being. 

Since for Kojeve that which was acted out in our century [[= the 20th 
century]] materialised the end of History discernible already since Hegel 
and by Hegel, he could serenely follow and face the events and things that 
happened and derive no ethical concepts or conceptual plans and recipes 
from his analysis of the phenomenon of power." 


"Arendt finds fault with the tradition of political thought for the ... very 
easy, uncritical identification of power and violence, without realising that 
this identification stems from a common and very familiar topos or 
commonplace of normativistic thought since Plato, who re-emerges in every 
contradistinction on every occasion of “good” or “just”, and, “bad” or 
violent wielding of power, and also underlies and inspires Arendt’s 
definitions of the concept of power (and of violence). In any case, she makes 
a gross mistake when she attributes the aforementioned identification to 
Max Weber. Because Weber does not connect or combine violence with 
power in general, but with the state and (authority as) dominance; for him, 
power in itself is amorphous, and as such is not an object or subject matter 
of sociological analysis, although he uses the term freely and loosely in 
order to outline or describe the aim of political struggle. If one overlooks 



the exercising of (authority as) dominance, one therefore defines power too 
broadly (“meeting of minds or agreement and understanding”), and 
violence too narrowly (“instrumentally”), then one can easily assert that 
power has nothing to do with violence, and violence does not in the least 
belong to, or characterise, the deeper essence of the politically organised 
collective (or community). Naturally, no polity or political community can 
survive, for a long time, the daily exercising of violence to a great extent, 
that is, the raging of permanent civil war,- however, just as little can a 
polity or political community exist without the constant threat of violence, 
without an internal organisation and division of labour which allows it to 
translate or turn the constant threat of violence promptly into action, i.e. 
the use of violence. High cultures or developed civilisations have hitherto 
hardly existed without the institutional exercising of violence, and that of 
course cannot be a coincidence. The constant threat of violence can indeed 
rest on the broadest “meeting of minds”, and as such is “power” in 
Arendt’s sense, yet on the other hand, the fact remains revealing and 
instructive for the character of political and social organisation, that 
hitherto no meeting of minds was achieved in regard to the opposite - that 
is, in regard to the renunciation or relinquishment of every threat of 
violence. The meeting of minds, upon which this organisation is actually 
founded in the long term, contains a limine the threat of violence and the 
possibility of the exercising of violence, as e.g. the daily detention or arrest 
of people proves in every state and country, without exception. Arendt’s 
saying that violence is or becomes applied where there is no power any 
more, constitutes, therefore, an empty or meaningless truism or tautology, 
which is based on definitional manipulation, namely, on the substitution of 
“(authority as) dominance” by “power”.” 

"The theoretically confusing and misleading, and historically-sociologically 
infertile effacement of the conceptual boundary between power and 
authority as dominance also characterises Foucault’s approach, although 
here the elimination of the concept of authority as dominance serves the 
convergence or approaching better than the contrasting of power and 
violence. Foucault is undoubtedly right with regard to his basic thesis that 
power is neither a massive essentiality (i.e. a self-contained and tangible 
entity or being), nor is it located or situated exclusively in certain political 
bearers, but it penetrates and permeates the whole of society and 
constitutes a net or network of relations or a correlation of forces. But that 
does not mean anything other than only that power in itself is amorphous 
and must be crystallised in innumerable, different forms. Underneath this 
crystallisation, i.e. if there is no such cyrstallisation, power can be the 
object or subject matter of anthropological and psychological, but hardly 
historical investigations; Foucault himself can in his search for, and 



investigation of, the microcosm of power, barely discover smaller particles 
than facilities (establishments or institutions) like the clinic or prison. With 
that, however, the problem just begins and is simply touched upon. Because 
there are greater and smaller, heavier and lighter, more complicated and 
simpler crystals of power, and the differences or the transitions amongst 
them require macroscopic analysis (too) in order to be 
explained. Foucault’s definition of the state as the institutional integration 
of power relations suggests that he has in mind an additive and quantitative 
relationship, and explains neither the social hierarchisation of power 
relations and of facilities and institutions, nor the existence of power 

relations outside of the institutional grip or control of the state - something 
of course which is due to the above-mentioned obliteration of the 
conceptual border between power and authority as dominance." 

[[I wonder why Arendt and Foucault have been or still are "darlings" of the Academic Establishment in 
the English-speaking, and not only English-speaking, world, starting with the U.S.A.! How else could 
"Evil" and "Oppression" in social circumstances of historically unprecedented mass affluence - whilst 
"just happening to by-pass" particular forms of GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE power 
crystallisations in a certain very small minority group - be "Academically and Theoretically Justified"!!! 
Hahahaha!!! Personally, though, I'd say that there is at least some degree of merit in both their work, 
particularly H. Arendt's... the fact that the Homosexual has been much, much, much more of a "darling" 
than the German's Girlfriend probably says a lot too... grosso modo, the higher the overall standard of 
thought, the less of a "darling" one is... though on the question of "power", Foucault seems to have come 
closer to hitting the nail on the head than Arendt... (= translator's comment = nothing to do with P.K.)]] 


"On the one hand, it was often disputed or doubted that striving for power 
belongs to human nature, if one means with that a primordial drive, urge 
or impulse for the absolute domination of other humans. Logically, 
however, it is not at all necessary to accept the existence of ineradicable 
and aggressive drives, urges and impulses of power in order to ascertain the 
always ubiquitous having an effect of the striving after power. To striving 
after power, the logic of the situations, in which social activity takes place 
in human societies, push - and this logic cannot be canceled out or 
abolished as long as humans are simply interested in their self- 
preservation. Culture and the, through culture, effected ideational 
redoubling, diversion and channeling or neutralisation of biological factors 
have turned self-preservation into a very complicated and multi-layered 
task, not least of all because they connected self-preservation and the 
question of meaning very tightly to each other." 

"... the process of self-preservation, as Hobbes knew, is dynamised by 
means of the specifically human ability of imagining or picturing future 
situations and taking precautions for merely possible situations. One would 
have to accept a pre-established harmony of spirits(-intellects), that is of 





ways of thinking or mind-sets, of wishes and of passions, in order to 
exclude, under these conditions, conflicts, even extreme conflicts. That is 
exactly the reason why ethicists, moralists and moral philosophers want to 
pinpoint and behold the essence of man in his Reason, and over and above 
that, stress the uniformity and bindedness of the capacity for Reason in 
contrast to the many questions and matters of taste." 


NOT fdirectly) RELATED TO P.K.'s article, but perhaps of interest to readers 
regarding Koieve: 

Kojeve, nephew of renowned painter W. Kandinsky, following in the footsteps of Victor 
Cousin, further renewed Hegelian studies in France, giving lectures from 1933 to 1939 
inter alia to G. Bataille, M. Blanchot, M. Merleau-Ponty, A. Breton, J. Lacan, R. Aron, R. 
Caillois,}. Hyppolite et al.. His interpretation of the Hegelian perception of the Master- 
Slave relationship greatly influenced Lacan re: the "mirror stage" and infantile self- 
consciousness, as well as the "post-structuralist philosophers" Foucault and 
Derrida. Kojeve theorised the "Latin Empire" of France (as leader), Italy and Spain and 
their colonies, in addition to playing a part in inspiring the ECSC, the EEC, the use of 
Africans and Muslims from the colonies as "cheap labour", the instrumentalisation of 
Islam against and for the containment of Russia, whilst also foreseeing, inter alia, 
Germany "falling into line" within the Anglo-Saxon camp (of the U.S.A. and U.K.) and 
France's subjugation to Germany's hegemony. Kojeve served in London-Washington 
inspired GATT negotiations (in force from 1948), which foresaw the gradual removal of 
tariffs and other protectionist measures in freeing trade etc.. ECSC, GATT and NATO by 
the early 1950s made up the basis for the anti-Soviet Western Bloc. Kojeve thought "out 
of the square/box" on many matters, including that the USA had reached the final phase 
of communism of a classless society! [[obviously P.K.'s view of Western mass democracy 
being something like a caricature of communism is far more apt, though it is important 
to note that both thinkers' notions = capitalism as such, being taken over by 
(Burnhamesque managerial etc.) mass democracy]]. Kojeve advocated that the Latin 
Empire be independent from both the "Anglo-Saxon Empire" (with N. Spykman 
providing the blueprint for the "Anglo-Saxon Empire"), and the "Soviet Slavic-Orthodox 
Empire" founded by Stalin (in defiance of both Trotsky and the "national Empire" of the 
German national socialists, which was always bound to fail since Empires cannot be (so) 
nation-based), influencing de Gaulle's thought in 1945. Kojeve saw the said Empires as 
"supra-ethnic political unions, made up however of nations related to one another" incl. 
on the basis of Religion. He saw Protestantism as the basis for the Anglo-Saxon and 
German Empire. He agreed with Marx that the ultimate motive of progress was the 
increasing of "free time". Kojeve wanted a world correlation of forces "balance" between 
a "Latin Empire" and the "Anglo-Saxon (Sea) and Soviet (Land) Empires", hoping that 
the "Latin Empire" would not be based on "liberalism" and "trusts" with high 
unemployment as in the "Anglo-Saxon Empire", but neither like the "barbarian statism 



of the USSR". Kojeve had no hesitation in saying that the colonies of the Empires should 
exploited. At the time the USSR was and or was seen as a real threat, and like Spykman 
in 1943 (with Great Britain still as the Sea Power and the USA in the Middle East), and 
Brzezinski in 1996, Kojeve expressed concern in keeping the USSR out of the 
Mediterranean, and in particular by the "Latin Empire" allying itself with the 
Muslim world, without however the Muslim world entering and permeating 
the "Latin Empire", which had begun in earnest by the mid 1970s. De Gaulle 
always felt that France would become subordinate to the "Anglo-Saxon 
Empire" upon Great Britain entering the EEC, with the USA obviously being 
the Hegemon, and after de Gaulle's death (1970), the United Kingdom, Ireland 
and Denmark joined the EEC in 1973. Kojeve saw the importance of production, 
including of armaments, for independence, as well as the trap of Debt. The Debtor 
nation or "Empire" was always prone to being subjugated (e.g. present-day Greece in 
huge debt, with very low productivity and with a totally parasitic, subservient and 
pathetic elite, is not going to be in any position to gain anything (significant) from 
natural resources in the Aegean and Ionian Seas). Kojeve wanted Germany to supply the 
steel and coal for the "Latin Empire", which in effect = ECSC. [The above information is 
found in: Ma^pq, Iooavvpq 0. «Atto tov Nikolas). Spykman crrov Alexandre Kojeve: To 
dyvoxjTO xa^eldL axpv avxlApvJ/p xfjq dacpaAslac; xrjq Auaeoocp) oo. 231-239 axou Ma^p xo 
Pi(3Aio: r eamoXiTiKa ZrjTtjpaTa ori)v Evpvrspa Meor) ’AvaroXf] kccl ti)v MeodyeLO - 1, ek5. 
Aeipobv, ABfjvai, 2017. [Also of interest is to what extent Germany in coming 
decades will be in a position to play a role away from the "Anglo-Saxon 
Empire", perhaps in co-operation with Russia and China. Obviously, that is a 
scenario the U.S.A. wants to avoid at all costs (as e.g. STRATFOR repeatedly 
points out). It may not be feasible in any event. But the Future hides many 
surprises and all we can say is "we shall see (unless we die first!)"...] 
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Dedicated by the Translator especially to those (human) Individuals and 
Groups (Collectives, Collective Subjects,...) who and which Overestimate 
their own Abilities and Strength, Powers, and, Underestimate Other 
(human) Individuals and Groups' Abilities and Strength, Powers, whilst 
being Totally Blind to the Heterogony of Ends and Live in the Dark in 
Hubris. 
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"... the tangible continued existence of institutions able to rule and 
dominate was, in any case, the reason why the utopian plan for the society 
concerned was taken at all seriously and instils respect - precisely as the 
actual political and military power of the Soviet Union demanded and 
imposed a more detailed and thorough activity or preoccupation with 
regard to Marxist theory, even of and on those who were not in the slightest 
deluded about, or deceived by, the true relationship between Soviet 
ideology and Soviet reality. The far-reaching, extensive calling off and 
abandoning of this activity or preoccupation after the disintegration and 
dissolution of communistic institutions and relations of dominance, 
constitutes a clear reminder of the priority of the real-political (= real, i.e. 
practical politics), and confirms ex negativo our conclusion or finding: just 
as communism was constituted as a real-political phenomenon or 
manifestation, i.e. a phenomenon of real politics (or realpolitik), so too 
communism’s collapse is not due to the misfiring, ineffectiveness, and 
failure of the utopian promise in itself, but to real-political reasons, which 
could have brought, forced to its knees any other imperial construct or 
empire whatsoever." 


"The liberal Utopia of the free market, of the state under the rule of law (or 
constitutional state), of public dialogue as a process for the arbitration and 
settlement of social conflicts and of autonomous subjects has been able to 
be realised in the best case scenario only approximatively, and very often it 
has constituted merely the facade behind which tangible particular 

interests became entrenched and fortified themselves, or, games of power 

politics were played and raged. This had, nevertheless, not hindered 
liberalism as a social-political movement at all from dominating in most of 
the large and rich nations, from encompassing and embracing almost the 
entire planet through imperialistic expansion, and finally, under the 
pressure of new forces and relations of production - but outwardly always 
under the influence of the same mottos and slogans loaded and charged in 
terms of utopian language -, from being transformed into modern Western 
mass democracy; the conservatives, who after 1789 invoked the thousand- 
year-old reality of rule and dominance of societas civilis, and denounced or 
mocked the utopian essence or character of liberal natural rights, saw that 
they were bitterly disappointed in their prophecy that such alien/strange- 
to-men and unrealistic teachings would never be able to stand up to close 
examination in practice. Nonetheless, the liberal utopia did not at all need 
to be realised (and be taken) at (its) face value and pass by or circumvent, 






so to speak, reality; in order to fulfil its historical function it was sufficient 
for it to mobilise men for liberal goals, and after the social victory, 
ascendency and domination of its representatives, to live on and survive in 
the form of an ideology for the legitimation of existing institutions. For the 
continued existence of these institutions, the full realisation of the initial, 
underlying utopian plan was superfluous - indeed, it can or is to be 
presumed that such full realisation would have been in fact a hindrance 
and or harmful; the tangible continued existence of institutions able to rule 
and dominate was, in any case, the reason why the utopian plan for the 
society concerned was taken at all seriously and instils respect - precisely 
as the actual political and military power of the Soviet Union demanded 
and imposed a more detailed and thorough activity or preoccupation with 
regard to Marxist theory, even of and on those who were not in the slightest 
deluded about, or deceived by, the true relationship between Soviet 
ideology and Soviet reality. The far-reaching, extensive calling off and 
abandoning of this activity or preoccupation after the disintegration and 
dissolution of communistic institutions and relations of dominance, 
constitutes a clear reminder of the priority of the real-political (= real, i.e. 
practical politics), and confirms ex negativo our conclusion or finding: just 
as communism was constituted as a real-political phenomenon or 
manifestation, i.e. a phenomenon of real politics (or realpolitik), so too 
communism’s collapse is not due to the misfiring, ineffectiveness, and 
failure of the utopian promise in itself, but to real-political reasons, which 
could have brought, forced to its knees any other imperial construct or 
empire whatsoever." 


"The long waves of historical action, which come to rest temporarily only 
after the formation and development of a new social formation, come into 
being, therefore, out of action which in its course and its consequences 
cannot be kept track of and controlled by any individual actor (active 
subject); it is in fact not surprising that the supra-individual stems from the 
supra-individual. Action in which the means and ends can be co-ordinated 
and harmonised with one another through rational weighing up, unfolds, 
on the other hand, in short waves, which in the course of time are absorbed 
by the long waves of collective action. The subjective intentions of 
individual actors, and the rational action plans are, so to speak, estranged 
from their initial goals and ends, and in accordance with or through and 
within the frequently and in many ways opaque effects of the heterogony of 
ends, are led, guided into channels, which flow into the great collective 
creations or debacles. It is, nevertheless, not for starters necessary that the 
short waves of action spring from rational plans in order to be able to bring 
forth and shape the long waves of collective action. Because it is not at all 


true that only rational action brings about the desired results in good time 
or, the other way around, that irrational action - namely, such an action 
that “passes or misses, i.e. ignores realities” - only brings about the 
undesired, i.e. has unwished-for consequences. But regardless of how 
rational their corresponding components are: the long waves of historical 
action are set in motion through the energies which are contained in the 
short waves, and with the diversion, detour, rerouting, channeling or 
dispersal and scattering of these energies through the heterogony of ends, 
the energies are used up, consumed, spent very often more by the 
heterogony of ends than it would be absolutely necessary - purely 
mechanically or end(goal)-purposefully-expediently-rationally seen - for 
the achievement of the end result or the realisation of conscious intentions. 
Just as the accumulation of smaller endeavours and in themselves 
particular goals (ends) can change (abruptly) or lapse into a new historical 
quality, so too can the search for the absolute be put at or in the service of a 
new historical relativity." 


"It cannot in fact be contested or doubted that the component or dimension 
of the uncompromising dream inheres in every utopian plan; this 
component gives the utopian plan wings and it drives the utopian plan in 
the final analysis to the act (deed). The said component cannot be 
comprehended with words, it however is behind or hides inside everything, 
which is comprehended, in Utopias, in words. It blends with longings which 
go beyond the wish for the conclusive harmonic regulation of human living 
together and co-existence, and concern the realisation of very subjective 
and very intimate desires, that is, these longings set their sights on inner 
rest and bliss, and not seldom even want to conquer the biological frailty of 
man and death. To this dimension of Utopia, an, as it were, supra-historical 
or anthropological character can be ascribed, because here not merely 
individual concrete evil (and trouble) is supposed to be overcome, but evil 
(and aching) in general and as such; oppression, struggle, suffering, pain 
have, however, marked the human situation in all periods and in all places, 
and that is why the desire for their definitive putting aside and effacement 
contains a desire for the overcoming of History and every finiteness (finite 
limit); in this desire, again, a statement on the true nature and the ultimate 
possibilities of man is articulated." 


[[Translator: If you can understand this in depth, as to all of its implications, then this will definitely wipe 
that smirk, smile, grin off your Face:]] 

"For the new-times Utopia as a time-determined or historically determined 
construct, it remains in general characteristic that early on it placed its 



hopes on science and technology, and saw in them a central precondition 
for the realisation of its own plan for (the restructuring of) society. Under 
the aegis of science and technology, Utopia detached itself and broke away 
from the From There (i.e. That World or Life) [[= life on the other side = 
the afterlife]], but also from primitivistic notions; Utopia was not supposed 
to simply be a dream of the return to a Golden Age already having beaten 
everything [[that came after it]], but was supposed to represent and 
constitute an essentially new achievement of history. As a result, new-times 
Utopia embraced and appropriated the idea of Progress, which - just like 
belief and faith in technology - not only inspired utopists. From this 
narrower perspective, the meaning of our thesis becomes clearer, that 
Utopia anticipates the future exactly because of the fact that it is 
articulated in the language of fundamental contemporaneous (with it) 
social-historical tendencies. Many are enthused and inspired by the 
sometimes astonishing, amazing prognoses which they find in technological 
Utopias, and stunned, they ascertain how (so very) much has been realised, 
in the meantime, compared to what was conceived and dreamed of a long 
time ago on a more or less speculative basis and as the daring extrapolation 
of still then embryonic attempts, approaches, undertakings. Often, 
however, the sense and keenness or readiness and willingness for similar 
ascertainments in the sector of political Utopia are lacking, missing." 


[[Kondylis does the historical-sociological-conceptual analysis, grosso modo, and anyone interested in the 
actual correlation(s) of forces, crystals of forms of power, distributions of forms of power amongst 
groups, elites, etc.,... is to do the more specific historical research = by translator (and of course nothing to 
do with P.K.)]] 

"On the other hand, the communists through their impact or their indirect 
influence inside of the large industrial nations helped to bring about the 
disintegration and dissolution of oligarchic liberalism, and the transition to 
egalitarian mass democracy. In these nations, important premonitions of or 
demands for the utopian plan for (the restructuring of) society were 
realised in modified form - not of course on the political road which 
Marxism had anticipated, but no doubt through the development of forces, 
to which Marxism had attached world-historical importance and key 
functions. That means: technology (technique) and industry developed an 
until then inconceivable, unimaginable dynamic; however, this did not lead 
to social polarisation and proletarian revolution, but to the defusing and 
easing of class conflict(s), and to the formation of an in principle egalitarian 
social formation - which represents and constitutes an astonishing world- 
historical novum. Material social inequality was of course not put aside, 
eliminated or abolished, nonetheless, the overcoming of the shortage of 
goods and the new necessities of the division of labour entailed or dragged 


along with them, gradually, the simultaneous disintegration and dissolution 
(decomposition) of the traditional bourgeoisie and the traditional 

proletariat . But not only was the Marxist insight into the interrelation 
between the development of the forces of production, and the inevitable 
collapse of the class structure of bourgeois society, proven true: the 
principle of material equality, which socialism summoned and mobilised 
against the formal freedoms of the bourgeoisie, dominates today - despite 
actual inequality - the ideological field, and drives constantly towards the 
furthering of the process of democratisation. The interweaving of the 
utopian (elements) with the long waves of historical change makes it, 
incidentally, clear that the great turn from bourgeois liberalism to mass 
democracy was accompanied by complementary intellectual(-spiritual) 
movements, as for instance the artistic avantgarde at the beginning of the 
20th century or the cultural revolution of the 1960s and 1970s, which had 
an intense utopian streak, element or hue, and in domesticated form deeply 
influenced the mentalities and daily life in mass democracy." 

[[I vaguely hope to translate Kondylis's book and ideal-typical analysis on the decline of the bourgeoisie 
and the rise of mass democracy, "God Willing", sometime in the mid to late 2020s, after Theory of War... 

I further note that the extensive and very dense - unique in the history of scholarship - historical- 
sociological comparative ideal-typical analysis undertaken by Kondylis in Der Niedergang... (The 
decline...) does not contain a bibliographical list of sources, and whilst there could be many reasons,... or 
just one simple reason... for this, I personally see that such a bibliography would show that in the 
transition from Oligarchic Bourgeois Liberalism to Mass Democracy, overall - not as much c. 1900 
(though still quite or even very prominently), but absolutely at the time of the cultural revolution of the 
1960s and 1970s, the input of people from a particular (broadly defined) group is GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE, and of course a Social Scientist of the calibre of P.K. (in Germany of all places!) 
would never ever want to get involved in the Sewer with Them... it's up to others and other times to 
Decide Their Fate... and those times, sooner or (much)(, much, much) later... will come, as they come to 
an End for all.]] 


"The classless society, on the basis of the overcoming of the shortage of 
goods, was therefore realised - and if it was realised only as a caricature, 
then the reason for that lies simply in the fact that it could only be realised 
as a caricature. It can in general be said that utopias can be transmuted or 
implemented in(to) social praxis (practice) as to their time-determined (i.e. 
historically bound or conditioned), not as to their absolute dimension. 
Presumably, all the elements in a utopian plan can be realised - only not its 
real matter of concern, i.e. apart from its deeper and more authentic, 
genuine intention: the dream of the complete and definitive overcoming of 
struggle(s) and of suffering, troubles, pain. Nonetheless, this matter of 
concern, intention or longing is not a concrete historical magnitude, but 
rather an anthropological constant . Action or the act remains, however, 
historical and concrete, and that is why in the area of action or of the act, 
the deeper and authentic, genuine utopian matter of concern or intention 
does not decide the issue, or is determinative; such a matter of concern or 






intention functions only as the absolute motivation for necessarily and 
inescapably relative historical act(ion). Seen thus, Utopia suffers an 
unavoidable, direct defeat every time, and, all the same, in an indirect 
manner, Utopia carries itself to victory - and furthermore, that (element) 
which in it must be defeated, is its anthropologically ineradicable 
dimension, which cannot be eliminated by any historical defeat. That is 
why the collapse of communism does not mean a definitive farewell of 
world history to Utopia, but it is the defeat of a great nation (Russia), which 
in its struggle for world domination (or the world setting and positing of 
power) and world dominance (or rule) made use of Utopia - just as every 
other modern world power must also come on the scene as the herald of 
universal(-historical) ideas. At the time of the Cold War, the anti¬ 
communists often and rightly pointed out the instrumentalisation in terms 
of power politics of Utopia on the part of the Soviet Union. They commit 
today a logical error when they reverse the order and sequence of things, 
and declare the Soviet Union to be the sword or armed defender of Utopia 
to which the defeat that occurred actually applies (i.e. the anti-communists 
concluded that the defeat of the Soviet Union constitutes the defeat of 
Utopia). On the other hand, they overlook that communism in the East was 
defeated exactly because of the mass-democratic realisation of Utopia in the 
West, which despite all its shortcomings, bound and tied the masses to the 
“system”, and took the wind out of the sails of revolutionary movements. 

Utopia appears to have historically run out of steam and become 
exhausted in the post-communistic present, and to be without a 
recognisable or discernible function; that, however, is not due only to the 
eye-catching, strikingly obvious failure of its absolute matter of concern or 
absolute goals, but also to the imperceptible prevailing of its own relative 
objectives and aim settings. Regarding Utopia, in whatever shape or (a or 
b) form, a dynamic re-appearance can be reckoned on and is not to be 
precluded in the future, as long as historical action or the historical act 
with specific features unfolds in long waves and stamps or moulds entire 
epochs. Yet Utopia could fall silent forever should the movement of 
planetary history reach a dead end, in which political action would be 
restricted and limited to basically the distribution of material and 
ecological goods becoming scarce on a densely populated planet. Then that 
sense of a new era, or the rejuvenating and radical disposition, which 
characterises the circumstances and conditions of Utopia’s coming into 
being, would tire and become paralysed over the long term; rather, 
ideologies, which would legitimise hard disciplining and rigid hierarchies 
would be in demand and flourish. After the fulfilment and realisation of the 
positive Utopia in Western mass democracies, the fulfilment and realisation 
of so-called “negative Utopia” could, at a planetary level, loom.” 



The translator, not P.K., says: The greatest mistake Ideologues make is that they forget 
or are simply not aware that all societies are charcterised by a dominant ideology or 
dominant ideologies (and often also by attendant Utopias or utopian plans), through 
and behind which individuals and groups with tangible, concrete interests wield forms 
of (grossly disproportionate) Power, and that all societies are absolutely eventually 
prone to transformation: hence, yesterday's values become today's anti-values, and 
today's values become the Anathema of tomorrow. (So stop being so Smug and 
Complacent, IDEOLOGICAL R????D!! - particularly if you're planning on pulling billions 
Out of Poverty when the Planet and Technology cannot Sustain so many billions Out of 
Poverty, and in the Light of, as it were, Human Nature, and Human Interactions (real, 
concrete human-social relations of the political and politics), from the geo-political and 
man-to-man to the Geo-Political (and perhaps even back to ape-to-ape)... Your 
"Colourless" Utopia with a "Special Place" for a "special" group of people, sooner or later 
- be it 50 or 500 years (I very much doubt the latter) - is surely going to put you in your 
place - where we are now - (human) A?????S!!!). 
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The Enlightenment, Reason (vs. Revelation and Authority), Kant, The 
French Revolution (Enlighteners and their Foes), Romanticism, Adorno, 
Horkheimer, Hazard, Cassirer, Dilthey, Newton, [Becker, Crocker, Roger, 
Vyverberg, Dieckmann, Ehrard, Mauzi], Galilei, Descartes, Hobbes, 
Hume, Gibbon, La Mettrie, de Sade, Rousseau, Shaftesbury, [Robespierre, 

Babeuf, Napoleon] 


New readers should keep in mind that P.K. does not need to provide any 
footnotes, references, sources,... whatsoever for this Afterword because all the 
claims regarding the history of ideas made therein are comprehensively 
referenced, inter alia, in his two main histories of ideas or of "philosophy" (see 
below) [1], which in an "ideal world" should have already been translated into 
English long ago, but which I might get to if I live long enough, many, many 
years from now (2018), up to about 2040 before both books have been 
translated into English (one is about 600 and the other about 700 pages 
(roughly A4 size, densely packed as always - every line, sentence, paragraph,... 
replete with meaning, description, explanation and argumentation). Needless 
to say, both books are absolutely unique gems in the history of Western 
"philosophy", which can be read, studied, appreciated and marveled at, again 
and again... 


1) The Enlightenment in the framework of new-times rationalism ( Die 
Aufklarung in Rahmen des neuzeitlichen Rationalismus (1981) -'O 
EhpcoTiaiKoq Aioupcoxiapoq (1987)) 

2) The new-times critique of metaphysics ( Die neuzeitliche 
Metaphysikkritik (1990) - 'H Kpixucf) xfjq pexaqyuaiKfjq oxf| veoxepq 

OK8\|/q [Greek text Parts I - III by Kondylis] (1983) [Part IV; 2012 Greek text not by Kondylis]) 


[1] References to commentators and critics of the Enlightenment can be checked by the reader getting off his arse and 
getting into a good University library to do some serious research rather than engaging in all manner of Moral 
Posturing and Ethical Pontificating about how the World can be "improved", when the Heterogony of Ends, long-term, 
is already preparing its many, many, many... (for future generations)... "surprises". 


THIS AFTERWORD/ARTICLE IS JUST A SMALL TASTE 
OF WHAT P.K.’s TWO HISTORIES OF NEW-TIMES AND 


(POST-)ENLIGHTENMENT PHILOSOPHY ARE LIKE, SO 
TAKE YOUR TIME, IT S BEST TO READ THE TEXT VERY 
SLOWLY AND CAREFULLY, TAKING EVERYTHING IN 
AND PROCESSING IT ALL,... AND OF COURSE ENJOY! 
THERE IS LITERALLY NOTHING ELSE LIKE IT IN THE 
WHOLE HISTORY OF THE HUMANITIES/ 
PHILOSOPHY- 


READERS CAN SIMPLY IGNORE COMMENTS IN [[... ]] - THEY ARE NOT 
RELEVANT TO P.K.'S ARTICLE/AFTERWORD AND ARE BASED ON THE 
SATIRE, INTER ALIA, FOUND ON PAGES ON THIS SITE WHICH DO NOT 
CONTAIN P.K.'S WORK - YOU CAN ALSO IGNORE THOSE PAGES; THEIR 
PURPOSE IS TO PROTECT P.K.'s WORK FROM "EVIL" PEOPLE WHO 
WOULD DELIBERATELY MISINTERPRET HIM FOR THEIR OWN "EVIL" 
ENDS (THEY'RE ONLY "EVIL" BECAUSE THEIR GROUP IS RELATIVELY 
MUCH STRONGER THAN MY GROUP, WHICH EFFECTIVELY IS DEAD). OF 
COURSE, AMONGST THEMSELVES AND TO OTHERS, THEY ARE 
"BEAUTIFUL" AND "FAIR" AND "GOOD" ETC., WHEREAS TO ANYONE 
AWAKE AND NOT ASLEEP - IT'S WORSE THAN VOMIT-TIME... THE MORE 
ONE OBSERVES AND LOOKS INTO HUMAN AFFAIRS, THE WORSE 
EVERYTHING LOOKS, SO MY FATHER'S "DAGO" SOLICITOR WAS RIGHT IN 
SAYING: "MY DEAR (FELLOW ETHNIC) CLIENT, FORGET ABOUT IT. 
EVERYWHERE YOU LOOK, THERE ARE ONLY THREE THINGS: 
CORRUPTION, CORRUPTION, AND MORE CORRUPTION!"... THE 
ENLIGHTENMENT, LIKE MANY OTHER THINGS HUMAN WAS ABOUT 
BATTLES AND STRUGGLES (OVER IDEAS, WHICH WERE ALSO 
SELECTIVELY WEAPONISED IN THE POLITICAL ARENA). IN THOSE DAYS 
THE VARIOUS "INNER CIRCLES" WERE DIFFERENTLY COMPOSED. 

TODAY, IN THE WEST, THERE IS ANOTHER KIND OF "INNER CIRCLE". THE 
MASSES CONSUME, THE ELITES "PLAY THEIR GAMES". NO-ONE CAN 
KNOW FOR SURE WHO IS REALLY REPRESENTING WHOM, THOUGH AT 
THE SURFACE LEVEL, HOW CAN ANYONE NOT PUT TWO AND TWO 
TOGETHER AND NOT SEE WHAT IS HAPPENING AT LEAST AT THAT 
LEVEL? (THOUGH OBVIOUSLY MOST PEOPLE DON'T CARE, AND THAT IS 
NOT AN UNPRAGMATIC CHOICE - "LIFE IS SHORT" AND THERE ARE 
MUCH BETTER THINGS TO DO THAN ANALYSING OCTOPUS-TENTACLE- 
LIKE CRYSTALS OF POWER WHICH NO-ONE CAN DO ANYTHING ABOUT - 
ONLY A GREAT POWER OF ANOTHER "INNER CIRCLE" CAN "FIX THINGS ", 


WHICH INEVITABLY WILL MEAN, MAKE THINGS PROBABLY MUCH, 
MUCH, MUCH,... WORSE). AT LEAST P.K. S CRYSTAL-CLEAR THINKING, IF 
ONE CAN GRASP THE MEANING OF HIS TEXTS, OFTEN BY READING AND 
RE-READING CERTAIN PHRASES, IF NECESSARY, IS A SANCTUARY OF 
EXPLANATORY SANITY IN A SEA OF MANIPULATED AND MANIPULATING 
IDEOLOGICAL MADNESS... (THE ARTICLE/AFTERWORD REFERS TO THE 
CIRCUMSTANCES IN WHICH AN UNDERSTANDING OF IDEOLOGY CAME 
ABOUT - MAKE SURE YOU PAY PARTICULAR ATTENTION TO THAT 
PASSAGE!)... 


[[Does this, mutatis mutandis, perhaps apply to most if not all Revolutions and or significant transitions to or within a 
(new) (version of the 

same) social formation?!!! ]] 

"Naturally, the protagonists or supporters and adherents of the [[French]] 
Revolution did not understand this same Revolution as, and make this 
same Revolution out to be, a piece of usual prose pertaining to power 
politics, but understood it as, and made it out to be, a radical 
political and intellectual(-spiritual)-moral/ethical turn in the history of 
mankind; seen in this way, the French Revolution constituted the practical 
realisation of that which the Enlightenment had thought and dreamed 
about. Just as naturally was, however, the fact that the foes of the 
Revolution started from an organic connection or binding between the 
Revolution and the Enlightenment - only with reversed signs, i.e. 
symbolism: in their eyes, the Revolution represented and constituted the 
loathsome and atrocious, but unavoidable upshot of a long undermining of 
the estate-based-Christian values by a minority of power-hungry [power- 
thirsty] intellectuals, who managed to mislead the masses, and by invoking 
abstract universal ideals, to erect and establish their reign of 

terror." UHAHAHAHAHAHA!!! We've seen it all before (if we know our History)!!! The reality is, 
though, that the Losers or Vanquished are just as "power-hungry" - it's just that they LOST!!!}} 


"... the Enlightenment appeared to be intellectualistically oriented in the 
sense that its norms and values constituted mores, institutions, laws, etc. of 
autonomous Reason, which did not (necessarily) depend on experience, but 
commandingly or flippantly (depending on how one judged the matter) 
ignored or rode roughshod over the great chaotic diversity of empirically 
given data, facts); the social embodiment of this Reason or this self- 
conscious intellect making the world better was none other than exactly the 
intellectual - from the philosopher to the militant journalist." [[How about 
that! I wonder why since about c. 1900 or WW2, depending on the country, a certain 


(near) monopoly in ownership or control of, or at the very least GROSS OVER¬ 
REPRESENTATION in the Mass Media...!!!]] 


"Similar objections could be raised against the fifteen years older work of 
Cassirer, who indeed following Dilthey, does not want to accept the 
Romantic reproach of the ahistorical intellectualism of the Enlightenment, 
but instead attempts to force and squeeze the great variety of the history of 
ideas into what he calls the Enhghtenment’s thought form." [[ Make sure 
you read Kondylis's critique of Cassirer very carefully! It goes to the crux 
of many of the misunderstandings of the Enlightenment, which keep on 
being repeated, at times with much fanfare and publicity, until 
today... (Adorno and Horkheimer did a neo-Romantic "job or hit" against 
or on P. Hazard and E. Cassirer, using old conservative anti- 
Enlightenment notions for their own polemical and political 

purposes)...]] hT-K- translated probably Cassirer's best, or at least most interesting, book into 

Greek, and I have a great deal of respect and a lot of time for Cassirer. An outstanding mind, whatever 
the flaws, far superior to today's (comparatively illiterate) Clowns of "the Academy"...]] 


[[It goes without saying that Newton and the Enlightenment were not per se, first and exclusively, about 
"Science"; "Reason" as rational thinking in the sense of (systematic) "philosophy", formally-logically 
seen, is something found in many eras and cultures; "Humanism" as a movement in Western Europe, 
coming from the Hellenic World, existed some two to three centuries before the Enlightenment; and the 
idiotic ideology of "Progress" is more or less present in much earlier Religious and other Utopian thought 
schemas... So why wouldn't anyone expect a (semi-)Retarded Tribal Warrior, who looks Uglier (though 
probably not as Ugly as me for most people) than the Ugliness of his Brain (which is very, very Ugly), who 
"just happens" to Sit in one of the World's "Great" Universities, to write a whole lot of moronic, 
imbecilic, downright stupid,... gibberish about...? Of course, that a Tribal Warrior would Fanatically 
Support His Tribe, first and foremost, by Hiding and Wrapping Up Grossly Disproportionate 
Accumulations of Power Behind and In Fanatical Particularistic Concerns of Control etc. vis-a- 
vis Universalistic Bullshit is a very Human Thing to do. Those of us though who belong to other Tribes, 
Dead or Not, of course will go our own Ways... the Strongest shall Prevail until the next Strongest comes 
along... I personally admire the Ancient Culture, or rather Ancient Cultural Roots, relative (but never 
absolute) Racial Homogeneity and Ethno-Patriotic Ferocity of the Chinese... Will they be able to pull it 
off?... The Parasitical Flea, some say, (at its Head) needs to be put out of its Misery (it is so disgustingly 
Ugly that it has to go for that Reason alone... those remaining, some say, can have their ethno-state if they 
are able to keep it...)... And if the Chinese don't do it, the APE = Anomie is coming for Everyone... Some 
of Hsiao-Hsien Hou's movies show that Most Admirable, Even Beautiful LOVE a People have for their 
People, Culture and Collective Identity, even though Civil War has caused so much Pain and 
Heartbreak... WHAT has just been written here could be seen as "totally irrelevant" to P.K.'s text on the 
Enlightenment. In ones sense it is, in another sense, P.K. himself emphasised that, grosso modo, one way 
or another, everything is connected to everything, since it is all human. Questions of Power, Culture, 
Knowledge, Identity, Meaning, Understanding, etc. are always intertwined... particularly when it comes 
to (historically) very strong ideological currents such as the Enlightenment, with exclusively strong Roots 
in North-Western Europe, which will perhaps or probably get some kind of an ideologically one¬ 
dimensional Revival/Spin to counter-balance the Manias and Hysterias of the imperialistic Globo-Homo 
Zio/Anglo/Franco/(Germano)/(?Russo?)-NGO/SJWs etc.,... Because when things go "too far" one way, 




then an attempt will be made to "bring things back" to... Common Sense... and I wonder for what 
purpose, and in whose interests?... And who will GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY be there again... 
in all their GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE Disgusting Ugliness... HAHAHAHAHA... Of course, 
Science qua Science could not care less about how Power is distributed/taken (GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY) and to whom... nor does Science care about who made good or great movies, 
and who is Beautiful and who is Disgustingly Ugly etc.,... all Science does qua Science is describes and 
explains... that's why P.K.'s texts are infinitely more important, and provide so much Pleasure to the... 
Reader... as Connoisseur...]] 


[[Have a Read of this! Do you understand how much descriptive-scientific value is contained in so few words - away from all 
the Bullshit which Dominates both "vulgar" and "learned" discourse in today's Western societies?]] 

"The investigation into the development of the Humanities in the Age of the 
Enlightenment likewise brought materials and facts to light which 
conclusively and definitively destroyed the Romantic - contested and 
disputed indeed for his part by Dilthey - yet surviving legend of the 
ahistorical positioning of the allegedly intellectualistic Enlightenment. The 
renewed readings or even the rediscovery of texts like for instance those of 
the Scottish School, from the point of view of question formulations and 
central themes which the modern social sciences posed and raised, showed 
that the Enlightenment had not merely left the old court historiography 
behind, but also political historiography (Hume, Gibbon), and could 
establish historically founded sociology. The opening up of the historical 
world in its material rootedness and great diversity was without doubt an 
intellectual(-spiritual) acquisition of the 18 th century, which only during 
both of the centuries following it brought its fruits to full fruition. This 
ascertainment had to, for its part, make the conclusion compelling that the 
historical constructions believing and having faith in linear Progress, to 
which one was accustomed to simplistically reduce the historical thought of 
the Enlightenment, constituted only one side or one aspect of the actually 
proffered spectrum in historical positionings and general attempts at 
interpretation. Relativistic or sceptical positions, which were not merely 
opposed to the first-named (believing in linear Progress) positions, but very 
often also interwoven with them, by no means constituted a slighter or 
negligible and unimportant part of the same spectrum. Relativism and 
pessimism were recognised as organic constituent elements and parts of 
Enlightenment historiography (Vyverberg), and if this phenomenon could 
not be explained straight away and not always lucidly, then, at any rate, the 
indication of this was an additional cogent and valid reason to seek an 
overall picture of the Enlightenment rich in nuances and content." 



"Nonetheless, already the fundamental (and familiar) contrasting and 
contradistinction between Reason and Revelation or Authority let us 
recognise that the invocation by the Enlightenment of Reason has a purely 
polemical or negative character, which again implies that a unifying way of 
looking at the Enlightenment movement may be undertaken only with 
regard to its demarcation against the Church-theological foe, although the 
latter was not combated and fought with the same emphasis and with the 
same arguments by all Enlighteners (i.e. Enlightenment thinkers, 
philosophers, journalists, propagandists, et al.). However, the polemical¬ 
negative agreement regarding the invocation of, or appeal to, Reason 
against Revelation and Authority was not translated and converted inside 
of the Enlightenment into a positive agreement over the concrete content of 
this same Reason; the suggested content-related definitions and 
determinations of the concept of Reason as well as of Nature by various 
thinkers and currents on each and every respective occasion, vary and 
differ considerably from one another, or they are in fact diametrically 
opposed to one another, so that a positive unification of the Enlightenment 
under the aegis of Reason, to which all [[sides]] nevertheless appeal, cannot 
be managed. If we want to make a certain definition of the concept of 
Reason our own and use this same definition as our measure, yardstick and 
guiding principle, then through that we would be merely announcing our 
readiness and willingness to identify ourselves with the self-understanding 
of a certain wing of the Enlightenment movement, and to sacrifice 
descriptive procedure and method in favour of normative options and 
choices." 


"In a time in which God was still not dead, the threat to 
the spirit through 

the rehabilitation or even the ontological autonomisation 
of the senses 

and sensoriality had to have an effect as a threat to the 
normative and the 

ethical in general. This impression would have possibly 
disturbed less the 

great majority of Enlighteners, who let themselves be 
influenced by it, if 


it had not put in the hands of the theological opponent an 
effective 

weapon, which understandably made the dissolution of the 
traditional 

hierarchy of values out to be the nihilistic dissolution of 
every value and 

every norm. Under the concrete circumstances of the 18th 
century, the 

whole Enlightenment had to in practice defend itself 

against the suspicion 

of atheism or of nihilism, if it ITincl. its various sides, 

factions, schools, 

groups, etc.ll wanted to get a hearing in society. The 

struggle carried out 

inside of the Enlightenment over the form and extent of 

the rehabilitation 

of the senses and sensorialitv is therefore at the same time 

a dispute 

(quarrel, wrangle) over the better strategy and tactics for 

the handling, or 

at any rate, neutralisation of the theological 

OPPOnent ** m ' *' <>c *'■ ■ l'f e roughly coincides with USA geopolitical and culture 

Hegemony/Imperialism in which my parents uprooted themselves in their "total madness" from a Vastly 
Superior Culture (subjectively seen) to be immersed in the Barbarian Culture of the Satanic Circus 
Monkey (which has now taken over their place of birth too) (subjectively seen), which "just happens" to 
have GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE input from a particular group: i.e. the more sophisticated 
elements of the "F?? ?????" are ABSOLUTELY RIGHT when they say that there is a particular 
"discourse" or "narrative" of History, which if questioned, let alone ridiculed, means you are a "N???" 
(in other words, particular elites are protecting particular GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY 
DISTRIBUTED forms of Power and Use all their Means to behave just like, mutatis mutandis, 
mainstream Theology did in 18th century Europe...)- On the other hand, what the "F?? ?????" does not 
understand is that their Proposals for the transformation of Society would inevitably lead to, one way or 
another, whether they are successful (very unlikely) or not (very likely), to a great deal of Heightened 
Anomie, Bloodshed, Violence, Hell. Yet, things are even worse, because the current Satanic Circus 
Monkey course is Leading Inevitably to Heightened Anomie, Bloodshed, Violence, Hell. Which means our 
children (which we should never have had) or grandchildren, are all FUCKED. The only Hope (to avoid 
the worst, and obviously not all conflict, strife, war, etc.) is to come to an agreement with China (and 




















Russia and India and...), avoid nuclear/WMD war, and then every Sphere more or less Shut its Borders 
and concentrate on sustainable national/Sphere-oriented production of food, goods and culture, whilst 
also lowering the world population (particularly in Africa, Arabia and West Asia) drastically - it is very, 
very, very doubtful, to say the least, that things can be steered that way...]] 


"In view of that, - and once more, against the one-dimensional 
interpretations which always directly or indirectly start from a 
normativistic concept of the Enlightenment - we must make a double 
distinction. First, there is to be differentiation between the Enlightenment 
in the sense of intellectual(-spiritual) currents, which want to replace 
theological with a, as far as possible, secular and immanent explanation of 
the world, and, the Enlightenment in the sense of certain norms and values 
which defend not only against theology, but also against the scepticism and 
nihilism coming from the womb and bosom (from within) the 
Enlightenment itself; because the confession of faith in an immanent 
interpretation of the world does not necessarily mean also a confession of 
faith in a certain scale of values, unless one comprehends the concept of 
nature or of man normatively, as the great majority of the Enlighteners 

did." [[And of course Western mass democracy features dominant norms and values pertaining to 

"self-actualisation", which centre on individuals, compared to yesteryear at least, doing (relatively 
speaking) whatever they like,... as long as certain crystal(lisation)s of Power are not affected, within which 
a particular group of people "just happens" to wield (yeah, it's like magic!) GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power.]] 


[[Also of interest is that theology had to adapt its positions to the intellectual climate 
promoted by various mainstream currents of the Enlightenment - today we see 
wholesale ideological-theoretical capitulations of Churches to all sorts of "degeneracy" 
and "weakness", turning many of today's doctrines into what would have been seen as 
completely unfathomable by theologians of yesteryear]]. 


"The rehabilitation of the senses and sensoriality sparked off the conflict 
between the causal element and the normative element. Logically, this 
conflict could be dealt with and gotten over, and indeed either by means of 
the abolition of the normative (this is what the nihilists did), or by way of 
the in principle separation of Is and Ought, [1] or sensoriality (the senses) 
and Reason (this was the path Kant went down). The mainstream of the 
Enlightenment could not and did not want, nevertheless, to accept both 
these consistent solutions: without the normative [[element or dimension]], 


the Enlightenment mainstream possessed nothing upon which it could prop 
up and support its social claim of leadership, whereas dualism not only 
entailed a resurrection of intellectualism, but would also make newly 
discovered (human) Nature as the source of norms unusable, and through 
that, possibly would enable or in fact make absolutely essential a new 
reverting to the supra(over)-nature for the foundation of ethics. 


[1] As nihilists. La Mettrie more consistently than de Sade, who in turn was more consistent than Hume separating Is and 
Ought, who obviously felt he had to pull back hard from the full consequences of such a separation (see Kondylis, P., Die 
Aufkliirung...)." [[Mutatis mutandis, today (c. 2017/2018), some in "The Academy", who tend to appear a lot 
on YouTube, are moving towards "balancing" the grotesque abandonment of science by the SJW mob, 
probably incl. because they have been given notice that over the next few years and coming decades there 
will inevitably be less "Globalisation", without of course doing anything to so much as touch a hair on the 
head of particular incl. GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE vested interests, incl. their own interests 
(since a lot of them belong, one way or another, to a particular group anyway). Now, that is not a 
reproach, because they are acting as any "normal" human being would, BUT it is nowhere near 
absolutely consistent science. They FAIL MISERABLY compared to the standards set by Max Weber 
and P.K., and at best take a Durkheimian approach to things, without being anywhere near as brilliant as 
Durkheim re: social facts or anomie.]] 

[[Enlightenment moral philosophy and its teaching of the naturalness of Man, and anti¬ 
ascetic morality, were used against the teaching of Original Sin and God etc., so "post¬ 
modernists" should perhaps be more grateful towards a, or rather the, HUGE STEP 
taken to move, along with changing social conditions, to today's "normal" and 
"absolutely obvious" main world view]] 

"Also, in the area of the philosophy of history, the 
conflict between causal and normative made its 
presence felt in the form of the contrast between the 
ascertainment that the mores, customs, manners, laws 
and norms of every people and every culture are 
dependent on material conditions and therefore 
relative, and the expectation that they can be 
influenced or even unified (and standardised) at the 
end of the historical process in the sense, and in 



terms, of universal values. The incessant fluctuations 
and vacillations between the causal and the normative 
[[element]] under the pressure of the world- 
theoretical indispensable rehabilitation of 
sensoriality and the senses constitute an additional 
important reason for the content-related great variety 
of the Enlightenment or for the Enlightenment's one¬ 
dimensional interpretations' inadequacy." 


"An analysis of the legacy pertaining to 
the history of ideas of the Enlightenment 
from this point of view, of course, must 
leave behind not only the legend of the 
intellectualistic Enlightenment, but also 
the normativistic perception of the 
Enlightenment, which reduces the 
Enlightenment to normative- 
emancipatory positions. Nonetheless, it 
appears to be impossible that 
normativistic abridgements of the 
Enlightenment will in the future stop 
dominating the broad scene, 
irrespective of what scientific research 
unearths and brings to light. All too 
many philosophers and intellectuals 



understand and release and distribute 
their own thought on norms and on 
values as the continuation of a one- 
dimensionally interpreted 
Enlightenment, which they are in the 
habit of invoking as the higher or 
highest legitimising authority, whereas 
their opponents merely reverse the 
signs, i.e. symbolism. That is why the 
wrangle over the character and 
consequences of the Enlightenment will 
go on. Philosophical thought is of its 
essence no less political or polemical 
than political thought itself. The 
interpretation of the Enlightenment 
must, because of that, be just as much as 
the Enlightenment itself under the 
influence of politics and of 
polemics." 
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Einleitung 

Im Vergleich zur Ideologiekritik weist die Ulopiekritik eine gewisse Zuriickgebliebenhcit 
auf. Die Ideologiekritik. ist im Grunde mit der marxistischen Sozialkritik in Zusammenhang 
gebracht vvorden und hat bezweckt, deren sozialpolitische und sozialtheoretische Anspriiche 
zu begrtinden und zu rechtfertigen. Die Utopiekritik, insoweit sie seitens des Marxismus un- 
temommen wurde, hatte vor allem die Absicht die vorangegangenen oder zeitgenossischen 
Entwurfe einer idealen gesellschaftlichen Konstruktion als idealistisch und nicht realisierbar 
zu entlarven, da sie den wirklichen. gesetzmaBigen I auf der Geschichte nicht beriicksichtig- 
ten: Auf solche Weise wiirde die Wissenschaftlichkeit des Marxismus um so mehr hervoige- 
hoben. Dem „orthodoxen Marxismus* 4 genugte es, die Utopie als eine vonvisscnschaftliche 
geistige Haltung zu bezeichnen. Der Marxismus bemuhte sich, zum Teil zu Recht und mit 
Erfolg, die eigene Wissenschaftlichkeit in der Analyse der kapitalistischen GeseUschaft auf- 
zuzeigen. vor allem in der Kritik ihrer ideologischen Verschleieruneen. Aber die kritischen 
Impulse einer Sozialtheorie kbnnen (unabMngig von ihrem wissenschaftlichen Wert) uto- 
pisch sein, deshalb ware in einem bestimmten Sinnc eine konsequente Utopiekritik die 
Selbstkritik der Ideologiekritik. Diese Selbstkritik untemahm zumindest der militante Mar¬ 
xismus nicht - nicht zuletzt deshalb, weil seine eigene Kraft und sozialpolitische Wirksam- 
keit dadurch hatten beschadigt werden konnen, wenn er sich selbst durch eine solche Kritik 
relativiert hatte. 

Wahrend die lebendige Anregung der marxistischen Ideologiekritik der Kampf gegen die 
kapitalistische GeseUschaft war, bcstand die unablassigc Anregung dcr konservativen Uto¬ 
piekritik in der Abwehr gegen Marxismus und Sozialismus. Die Utopiekritik dieser Richtung 



Deutsche 

Zeitschrift 

fur 

Philosophic 


UERAUSGEBER 

ARTHUR BAUMGARTEN • ERNST BLOCII 
WOLFGANG HARICH - KARL SCHROTER 


I JAHRGANG 1 953 HEFT 2 


DEUTSCHER VERLAG DER WISSENSCHAFTEN 
BERLIN 


Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 


Panagiotis fPanajotis) Kondvlis 
rnavayia)Tr|c Kov5ijAr|c) - Montesquieu 
and the Spirit of the Laws 









Home 



• The Political and Man 



• The Philosopher and Pleasure 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



• The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 



• 16th and 17th century utopian constructions 

• Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



Marx and Greek antiquit 



• Power and Decision 



• Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



The Political in the 20th centur 
















































• The German Sonderwe 





Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 




• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



• Answers to 28 questions 



• Answers owed and due 



• Thoughts and Savings 



Duotes and longer citations 



• Introduction to Chamfort 



• Introduction to Lichtenber 



• Introduction to Rivarol 



Introduction to Pavese 













































Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dage 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



• Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 



• blank page 2 

• Introduction to Machiavelli 



• The emergence of dialectics 



• The European Enlightenment 



• The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



Theory of War 













































• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank page 3 



• blank page 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



• Translator's Page 



• blank page 5 



• blank page 6 



• Readers' Page 



• blank page 7 



• blank page 8 



• blank page 9 

• Not related to PR's writings - only for Rhomioi 



A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 














































Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondylis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondylis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 
by Panagiotis (Panajotis) Kondylis 



Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws by Panagiotis Kondylis.pdf 


Size: 2321.923 Kb 

















As repeated or implied many times throughout this website, you are 
welcome, or even encouraged, to totally ignore my endnotes and 
anything not written by P.K., but some of my endnotes and other 
comments might be informative or useful to some readers in regard to 
some matters. 

Please ENJOY this short book, and don't forget, TAKE YOUR TIME!!! It 
really is an absolute DELIGHT from start to finish on key aspects of 
political philosophy as far as the modern, Western world is concerned. I 
referred to it when I was an undergraduate "mature" law student about 
20 years ago, and needless to say, the Law Professor, who was a polite 
and very "serious" man, could not understand at all that the way he 
understood Montesquieu's notion of the "separation of powers" had 
little, if anything, to do with Montesquieu's own understanding... Just 
another example amongst dozens of why P.K. is an absolutely unique 
experience in the history of thought, from whom everyone, regardless of 
personal attributes, tastes, convictions, etc., can learn and gain so many 
new insights... 


NOTE: References to page numbers of the English translation of the book on Montesquieu 
in respect of the cited passages and my comments below might be out by one or two or ? 
pages because of "last-minute" changes to the final PDF. 


"Max Weber's great truth, 
that our concepts should 
be so much the clearer and 
fixed, the more fluid 
reality is, applies not only 
to and for the 
understanding of social 
phenomena, but also for 
the interpretation of 

[[Take That!!! RETARDS!!!]] 

texts. 


"... we could perhaps succeed in reconstructing the inner structure or at 
least the latent coherence of Montesquieu’s magnum opus, which very 
often seems to disintegrate into short-winded fragments, to lose itself in 
excursus and digressions, to peter out in details. And, all the same, an 
almost continuous red thread, at times visible, at other times invisible, runs 
through the whole of Montesquieu’s magnum opus. The first book defines 
the object and subject matter of the work, i.e. the concept of law, and 
marks out that part of the spectrum, to which the ensuing comments (and 
investigation following) should be dedicated. Books II to VIII treat the 
examination of the problem of the teaching of the state and of polities, first 



of all in the narrower (Book II: the nature of the polity (constitution)) and 
then in the wider sense (Books III-VIII: the fundamental principle of the 
polity (constitution)), through which the bridge to sociological examination 
of themes and topics is built (see the next section). Books IX to XXV 
investigate without an apparent principle of classification and of order, the 
multifarious material, institutional and ideological factors, which shape 
and form laws as the legal articulation of the texture and composition of a 
society. In regard to these factors, it is a matter of the defensive and 
aggressive waging of war (Books IX and X), political freedom in the public 
and in the private realm (Books XI and XII), the taxation system (Book 
XIII), climate (Book XIV-XVII), the soil (Book XVIII), the customs, mores, 
manners and ways (modes) of living (Books XIX-XXIII) as well as religion 
(Books XXIV-XXV). Here the red thread begins to fray and be cut. After a 
general overview of the field of application of the various kinds of law 
(Book XXVI), two books with historical analyses of Roman and Frankish 
law follow, and then comes the renowned, famous Book XXIX with its 
exhortations to the ideal lawgiver (lawmaker). Books XXX and XXXI 
constitute a kind of appendix, which deals with a very topical historical and 
at the same time political debate." 


[[German ed. p. 20ff = English translation p. 17ff.. It is very interesting to reflect upon 
how Montesquieu felt that a moderate monarchy was something like the ideal polity, yet 
the Baron had enough sociological-historical and empirical sense to see that Asia "went 
with" despotism; the ancient world, a republic; whereas today's Ideologues-Cretins in 
the form of Zio-Neo-"Conservatives" or "Democrat Leftists" (just the other day, June 
2018, the former half-white President of a particular Super Power called for the 
abolishing of "nation-states" inter alia because Europe is "too white" and "not black 
enough" - if you make Europe any blacker Fucking Imbecile, it is going to become an 
extension of Africa, and I think it's fair to say there's enough Africa already -, though I 
heard not that the abolishing of nation-states should include, or even better, should start 
with I?????), centred in the present-day Imperialist-like centre of the USA think, in 
their by now, very boring but still extremely retarded fashion, that the the whole world 
is "good for democracy", and that they should not only define what "democracy" is, 
against all concrete historical evidence, but also want to impose it on the whole world (!) 
- so, what in fact these absolute Idiots and Psychopaths are saying is that they want the 
whole world to Submit to "International Usury" and "International Corporations" 
which "just happen" to have GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE Tribal Ownership 
and Control - this is a very SICK state of affairs, and unfortunately it seems to me that 
if the Chinese, preferably along with the Russians, don't deal with them, we're all 
FUCKED, though even if the Chinese manage to deal with these Manifestations of 
SATAN, we are still and again FUCKED, because Chinese Dominance and or Ape 
Anomie are going to be BAD NEWS for what remains of the West - a LOSE-LOSE 
situation is really unfolding before our eyes... and that's what happens when the West 
lets PARASITES take over or at least wield GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms 




of Power (since c. 1850/1900 or c. 1945, but particularly since the End of the Cold War, 
depending on the Major Power in question)... What did you expect, ridiculous, fucking 
imbeciles?]] [[Let's not forget though, that Montesquieu (even though he did it for his 
own reasons pertaining to his own political preferences) and others of his time and their 
"equivalent" today, tend to fetishise the ancient republic, Rome, and or (Greek) 
democracy, life for the Fatherland and Honour rather than baser commerce/trade; 
patriotism, patriotic war, etc.. There is never any Utopia as real-world Praxis. The 
practical question always ultimately is, therefore, - unless someone deliberately seeks 
CHAOS or power for power's sake, etc. -, how can we realistically and pragmatically 
best achieve the highest possible level of social cohesion and social order, and the lowest 
possible level of Anomie (whilst surviving in an international environment or simply re: 
neighbours and or potential attackers, conquerors,...)?]] 


[[READ THIS!!! A REAL LESSON IN POLITICAL SCIENCE!!!]] 

"Already in 1734, Montesquieu expresses himself with warm words 
regarding the noble political mindset which inspired Rome and Sparta, and 
this warmth is never lost, although in his main work it is somewhat 
mitigated and subsides. In their ideal-typical apprehension, the ancient 
republics seem like magnificent, glorious political utopias, they are closed 
and manageable (limited in magnitude and population), (they appear to be) 
plain, moderate, austere and virtuous; their favourite occupation and 
activity is not (profitable) trade and all that promotes and reinforces self- 
interest (selfishness) and individualism, but politics and war as 
undertakings and ventures which nourish and strengthen the highest 
virtues of the citizen, i.e. readiness and willingness for self-sacrifice and 
love of the fatherland. This description was not inspired merely by 
Montesquieu’s intellectual(-spiritual) gallantry and generosity, nor did it 
stem wholly from the fad of the ancient cult, which reached its peak at the 
time of the French Revolution. In saying something malicious, but not 
unjustified or not without foundation, we could assert here that a non¬ 
democrat fearlessly and openly praises democracy because he does not 
regard it as a live threat (living danger) for his own political ideal, but as 
irrevocably dead (at least from an overall historical perspective) - and vis- 
a-vis the dead, one is as a rule fairly generous than vis-a-vis the living. 
Montesquieu does not glorify and exalt ancient democracy in order to be an 
accessory to the imposition of a modernised form of this same ancient 
democracy. 

In actual fact, Western mass democracies of 
the 20th 


century were formed under completely 
different 


presuppositions and preconditions, i.e. the 
atomisation 

of society, consumption and hedonism. 

However, just like the frugal, undemanding and high-minded democracy, - 
that which kept and deterred Montesquieu from becoming a democrat 
himself, what he in comparison with democracy held to be historically 
viable, sustainable and capable of surviving -, also disappeared and 
vanished from historical reality; his moderate and liberal monarchy today 
seems just as obsolete as the ancient democracies were in his eyes." 


[[When Montesquieu referred to manifoldness and heterogeneity, he meant the variety of having a 
balance between various social classes of one broadly defined (sub-)race or group of related (sub-)races 
and or ethne, and not the "diversity" or "pluralism" of Western mass democracies - which means that all 
the catchwords or catchphrases achieving prominence in concrete eras and places, are ultimately, empty 
of meaning, because they change their content, i.e. meaning, according to the power relations, values and 
tastes etc. of the dominant social formation in any given era during the course of history (see German ed. 
pp. 25-26 = pp. 23 or 23-24 of the English translation)]] 


[[THIS PASSAGE IS ABSOLUTELY STUNNING!!! - IN THE CASE OF WESTERN MASS DEMOCRACY, I'D SAY THE 
FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE IS HEDONISM (based on ATOMISATION, CONSUMPTION) AND ONCE SOCIETY INCL. AS 
POLITY CHANGES COURSE, THAT PRINCIPLE, ALONG WITH ATTENDANT LAWS ETC., WILL CHANGE. AT THIS STAGE 
(2018), IT SEEMS THAT FEAR IS MAKING A COMEBACK IN THE WEST, AS WE MOVE TO "SOFTER" OR "HARDER" 
FORMS OF DESPOTISM, COMBINED WITH THE AFORESAID HEDONISM, INCL. IN LIGHT OF GENERALISED, 
INCREASING ANOMIE AND THE (LIKELY? TO BE CONTINUED?) (RELATIVE) RISE OF CHINA...]] 

"The fundamental principle of a polity, as Montesquieu understands it, 
fuses the socially determinative ethos and the political kind of acting with 
each other. The constitution, founding and exercising of political authority 
as dominance can neither be explained by divine goals, nor by the 
mechanisms of naked violence. By distancing himself from Bossuet, 
Montesquieu, without wanting to identify with Machiavelli, goes on a 
search for the moral and mental legitimation factors of polities, in order to 


come via the question of the legitimation of authority as dominance, to the 
question of the sociology of authority as dominance. The sociological 
investigation of authority as dominance makes it clear that not even a 
despotism, whose fundamental principle is fear, can be propped up by the 
pure and incessant exercising of violence. Violence, in the narrower 
physical sense of the word, is as a rule exercised either preventively (where 
the suspicion of resistance or rebellion exists) or repressively (where 
resistance or rebellion actually takes place); violence turns, in other words, 
as a matter of fact and in itself, against those who feel no fear and that is 
why they do not want to be subjugated. Fear paralyses souls, it makes, 
therefore, resistance impossible and the incessant or massive exercising of 
violence superfluous; it is not a matter here of the concrete fear from a 
concrete cause, but of the diffuse and vague fear, which day and night bites 
at and into the heart of society, and soaks its entire life and all its 
manifestations. From this perspective, the ethical (problem) is not at the 
centre of attention, but the sociological question is posed: how must a 
society be constituted (composed) so that its mode of functioning, as it can 
be described empirically, is based on the principle of fear? What threads 
do the institutions of the polity connect with the behaviour of the citizens? 
The same questions are posed with regard to both other main or basic 
types of polities, although their fundamental principles differ essentially 
from fear: in a monarchy, the feeling of honour rules and dominates, in a 
republic, virtue (rules and dominates). Montesquieu says, incidentally, 
expressly (III, 7, cf. V, 19), that honour and virtue function in his analysis 
as political-social, not as ethical magnitudes. The virtue of the republican 
citizen does not coincide with the following of the commands of individual 
morality, but it develops in the public sphere; honour can, for its part, even 
be directly in contradiction with individual morality, since honour is 
nourished by ambition and the wish for social recognition: but precisely 
these (i.e. the said ambition and wish for social recognition) drive the 
aristocracy to resistance against the arbitrariness or the despotic 
proclivities of the monarch. 

In the language of Marxist sociology, we could therefore say that the 
fundamental principle of a polity is its “ideology”, as this is crystallised in 
forms of social-political behaviour and in corresponding psychical 
positionings and dispositions, which are important and crucial for the 
mode of functioning of the polity concerned. The fact that the collapse of a 
polity is due almost always to the degeneration of its fundamental principle 
(VIII, I), can easily be explained if we think about the most, i.e. very wide 
extent and range of this fundamental principle. Both the upbringing and 
education of the citizens, as well as that sector of legislation which directly 
regulates social living together, that is, civil and criminal law(s) (IV-VII), 
are under the influence of this fundamental principle. In short, the concept 



of the principle of the polity theoretically enables the apprehension of 
society as a coherent whole, whose parts are connected to and with one 
another, determine one another and depend on one another." 


[[Very informative reference is made to the development of Montesquieu's 
thought regarding the spirit of the laws and a multi-causal view of societies 
(p. 30ff. German ed. = p. 38ff. Greek ed. = p. 27 or 28ff. of the English 
translation) - and thereafter, inter alia, the distinction between the 
normative concerns of the "political philosopher" and the sociological 
impetus towards providing objective, concrete - based on empirical reality-, 
explanations and aetiologies, comes to the fore (incl. the theoretical 
handling of empirical reality in such a way so as to constitute ideal types in 
the sense of modern sociology [[cf. Ferguson, Clausewitz, et al. in the 
development and or indication of modern sociology]]) = ABSOLUTELY 
COMPELLING DISCUSSION ON THE RISE OF SOCIAL SCIENCE IN 
THE HISTORY OF IDEAS, incl. reference to physiology/biology, nature 
and the environment, and social-political institutions, all of which are at 
play in "the great debates" today, as well as in the propaganda and 
outright lies spurted and vomited out constantly by all sides, but especially 
the disgusting (subjectively seen, of course), GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY, tribally-controlled Mass Media and 
"Universities"!!!]] 


[[The development of the modern sociological ideal type, first clearly seen in 
Montesquieu, but also (indirectly) used by Clausewitz about a century later (see Theory 
of War - Summary Notes), before reaching full maturation in Weber about another 
century later...]] 

"The isolated data constitute in themselves not experience (= the empirically 
given as the first, gross concept of experience), but merely the raw material, and 
they have no interrelation, consistency and coherence, that is, no meaning, if 
they are not organised around fixed, steady, firm and stable ideational axes, and 
on the basis of theoretical principles, from which, as Montesquieu writes with 
virtually arrogantly sounding methodological self-confidence in the Prologue 
of L ’Esprit, the individual historical cases seem to stem, spring and result 
automatically. The theoretical principles and the empirical data reciprocally 
overlap with, interweave with, pervade, one another, and in this to and fro, back 
and forth, ideal types are formed and arise. These ideal types do not, of course, 
contain “reality” in its unending great variety, diversity and multiformity, and 
eternal mobility, but they synopsise the only possible picture or image which 
science can make of reality - i.e., they bring out, underline and emphasise 


certain decisive features, and then make use of these same features as yardsticks 
of thought (or: as measures and criteria); not always convergence with these 
said ideal types, but possibly still more often divergence from them, indicates 
the scientific value, importance and status of the individual empirical data (or: 
sets the tone for reality on each and every respective occasion). Montesquieu 
knows that his types do not render reality as it is, but as it ought to be (e.g. Ill, 

11); this nevertheless does not shake his belief in their cognitive necessity." 


From the Greek text (p. 42), and not included in the German book!!! Combine this with the multiple ontological levels 
discussed in The Political and Man, and now you have a solid basis for (potentially) proceeding as a scientist, and not 
an Ideologue-Idiot-Clown-Monkey, in the social sciences... 

"In actual fact, the typological 
reconstruction of every 

experience (piece of empirical evidence) is - 
for 

multiple, anthropological and 
logical, reasons - 

inevitable, and whoever does 
not understand that has 

not at all begun to learn the 
alphabet of science." 


[[Interesting thoughts: in Montesquieu, we have ideological obfuscation and 
scientific misfiring and inaccuracies (as to a conceptually (ideologically- 
normatively) loaded or charged notion of political "freedom" etc.} because of 
the over-estimation of and placing too much weight on, generally speaking, 
the factor: polity/constitution; whereas in the case of economic Liberalism 
and Marxism it is: the economy; in the case of Feminism, it is: sex or "gender" 
in the case of anti-Racism, it is: a one-sided view of race; etc., etc., etc.,... so, 
apart from the errors in scientific knowledge which eventuate, there arise 
Ideological Programmes for change in and or preservation of particular 
relations of forms of Power... and furthermore, Montesquieu and Marx and 
anyone else become "useful and famous" only when they are (grossly) 
Misinterpreted and Deformed to suit particular normative-ideological- 
political programmes... cf. German book, p. 36 = English translation, p. 34 or 
35ff.. So, mutatis mutandis, this is the essence of all ideological theorisations 
purporting to be "objective" or even "scientific" throughout all of the history 
of "learned, written" thought:]] 

"the sociologist Montesquieu shapes and 
structures his 

ideal types on the basis of the form of the 
polity 

because h e? as a political 

philosopher, would like 
precisely to prove somethin § 

particular as to these 
forms of polities." 


"Accordingly, the tasks of political theory seem to fall apart, i.e. we 
distinguish two different conceptions of politics, in the sense of political 
theory: on the one hand, political theory sets about understanding political 
praxis by its (i.e. political praxis) being put in order in a social-historical 
framework which interrelates with each and every respective form of 
polity; on the other hand, political theory puts forward practical maxims 
with a universal claim, whether they now are maximes de prudence or 
ethical-normative maxims. From a number of points of view, it becomes 
manifest that the attempted marriage of the teaching of the state and of 
polities, and, sociology, with each other, generates friction(s) and tensions, 
ambivalence(s) and vacillations. Through and within all these stretch, run 
and act, again, the fundamental contrast and opposition between causal 
and normative consideration, a contrast and opposition whose origin and 
logic we shall now deal with and examine." 


WHATEVER YOU DO, 
DON’T 

MISS Ch. Ill, Sec. 1 

.!!! IT INCLUDES A 

DISCUSSION OF IS AND 
OUGHT WHICH EXPOSES 


ALL SOCIETIES, incl 
today s, AND THE 
LOGICAL AND 




ONTOLOGICAL BASIS 
FOR THEIR DOMINANT 
IDEOLOGY, ETHICS etc.. 


[[Chapter III, Section 3 deals with matters of causality 
incl. in relation to the kingdom of necessity and the 
kingdom of freedom, which constitute a kind of X-ray 
of ALL fundamental political behaviour, with 
particular emphasis on the nexus between power and 
ideology/ ethics. There is some truly incredible 
analysis which gets to the heart of the political, and is 
absolutely essential reading for any (would-be) 
political or legal "scientist". - And correct me if I'm 
wrong, but I can see the (albeit very rudimentary and 
crude) origins of modern geopolitics in Montesquieu's 
thoughts on climate and geography, incl. in relation to 
the general state of a population and the most 
common type(s) of governance for particular regions 
and or peoples, as well as more than implying that any 
scheme of a universalistic nature is always going to be 
ABSOLUTE BULLSHIT (cf. "globalisation" really just 
being about planetarisation and or a matter of 
managing (the potentially exponentially increasing) 
levels of relative CHAOS. P.K. though does not say so - 
he just does what he has to do, and leaves it to us "to 
figure it out")...]] [[Particularly hilarious is the thought 
that whereas Montesquieu referred to the Legislator 
trying to make something out of sluggish people from 


warmer climates, today we could refer to various 
Satanic, subjectively seen of course, Globalist Animals, 
wanting to turn Peoples with historical, collective 
identities into Atomised Zombie Robots, whilst the 
Satanic Circus Monkey People are allowed to have a 
strong historical-collective Identity, and relatively 
pure, if and when possible, nation-state, etc.,... - HOW 
VERY FUCKING CONVENIENT, DISGUSTING ANIMALS!!! 
(German text, pp. 51-52; English, pp. 52-53). They are 
so fucking SICK - IT really is SICKENING...]] [[Another 
way of looking at matters (and assuming God is Dead 
and Out of the Picture) is to put it this way: if Nature 
does not mechanically determine all human 
behaviour, and if values and norms are man-made and 
not the product of Nature, then who is to say what the 
"correct" values and norms should be? A: He who is 
relatively more Powerful... = it's always ultimately a 
question of relations and interactions of forms of 
power "on top of' and "within" Nature...]] 


[[This might upset some of our Ideologue "Friends" [HAHAHAHAHA!!!]:]] 

"However, obviously not all things have the 
same 

nature, and that is why the general validity 
of law 

(in the general epistemological sense of the 
word 

“law”) is not equivalent to the ontological 
identity of 



everything with everything; the problem 
lies precisely 

in finding out how the universal application 
of 

epistemology can be reconciled with each 
and every 

respective different ontological quality." 


[[The implication of p. 63 (German text) and pp. 65-66 of the English 
translation is that race as scientifically observable fact exists, imbeciles (and if 
we ponder The Political and Man , we could add that race exists at one level of 
analysis as biological-social-human fact, and at other levels of analysis, we can 
differentiate not only between races, but also between other groups, such as 
tribes, ethne, nations, classes, sexes/"genders" or kinds of "mental illness", 
etc., depending on of course how these categories are defined and in relation 
to what, which contexts of analysis, etc. on each and every respective concrete 
occasion of analysis). How retarded (and or terrified or terrorised or simply 
lobotomised and or "EVIL") are nearly most in Academia. VERY, VERY, 
VERY RETARDED. The fact is that in the space of about 5-10 decades, the 
West went from Crude Anti-Black/Yellow etc. Racism, to Crude Anti-White 
Racism, and in both instances, was, scientifically and generally seen, 

WRONG. It is not coincidental that the ideological transition was 
accompanied by a tangible correlation of forces transition at the level of 
international affairs, and now as the West is Down and perhaps also Out, it is 
literally SPINNING TOTALLY OUT OF CONTROL. Well done "Chosen 
Ones"! Well done RETARDS!!!]] 


"Although Montesquieu highlights or even puts forward in advance, at times 
these, at other times those, “physical” or “moral” causes, he does not reach up 
to where e.g. historical materialism got to, by accepting, albeit only “in the 
final analysis”, the primacy of the economic factor. One could or should (to 
one’s benefit) in fact salute or greet this in fact as a sober theoretical stance, 
which mistrusts and suspects all schematisations and likes to remain 


constantly open vis-a-vis the innumerable forms and possibilities of concrete 
social-historical reality. However:..." 


[[READ about Montesquieu contradicting himself re: the state of 
nature/natural state, wars, natural law and Hobbes, pp. 67-69 German text = 
pp. 70-71 English translation!!!]] 


"Thus, values and causes run into one another or intersect only 
sporadically and temporarily, and although here and there moral and 
political advances (forms and kinds of progress) are noted and recorded, 
general and united progress is not to be seen anywhere, just as nowhere the 
fear of a comprehensive and unstoppable, inexorable decadence is 
expressed; history remains open, fragmentary, fluctuating/vacillating and 
inconstant, fickle." 


[[Parallels with today, perchance? HAHAHAHAHA!!! (Don't miss pp. 71ff. of the German text = p.74ff. 
of the English translation)]] "Xhe discomfort and unease of Enlightenment 

philosophers and thinkers was not fed, nourished and nurtured merely by 
the assurances of the prologue that The Spirit of the Lawsdoes not want in 
any way to call into doubt the status quo; such assurances were often in 
difficult times given for tactical reasons, and in themselves did not count 
for much - either in the eyes of friends or in the eyes of foes. However, 
Montesquieu’s scientific programme and its systematic carrying out gave 
rise to a deeper unrest. The social critique of the Enlightenment used as its 
weapons, general ethical and natural-law principles, so that the 
relativisation of these same principles through sociological analysis 
amounted to an ideological disarming of the opponents of the ancien 
regime...." [[SO, mutatis mutandis, as far as today is concerned,... NO 
WONDER P.K's WORK HAS ABSOLUTELY NO HOPE IN ANY ERA 
OF ACHIEVING RELATIVELY WIDE CIRCULATION... 
HAHAHAHAHA!!!]] 


[[The separation of powers is explained social-politically in historical (and textual) context in a manner hitherto 


unknown in the history of scholarship, German text p. 75ff. = English translation, p. 78ff.. 


Also included in P.K.'s exquisite, and much-loved short book, is discussion of 
Montesquieu, the separation of powers, and: Locke (German, p. 80ff. = 
English, p. 84ff); Bolingbroke, Walpole, the mixed polity/constitution; the 
balanced polity; moderation; equilibrium; the system of checks and 
balances,... 


[[THERE IS NO NECESSARY RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN "DEMOCRACY" AND THE SEPARATION 
OF POWERS, FUCKING RETARDS!!!]] 


"Moderation, this highest virtue and this 
highest aim of the legislator (XXIX, 4), is 
hence as a political principle superior to the 
criteria on the basis of which the typology 
of polities are constructed. Moderation can 
be realised in all polities (as in all polities 
the separation and the equilibrium of 
powers can be realised too), and 
moderation’s existence indicates the 
common contrast and opposition of all such 
polities featuring moderation, to despotism, 
just as a lack of moderation makes it clear 
that all polities run the risk and are exposed 


to the danger of despotism." [[ D,tto: re: FREEDOM! " 

rtf lnrtnf in lV/f nnf nc/niimi vrimir ni«m7i#1/\rl in r rv/iirt 1 Lnf r»*«r»rrnnnifir rtnrl 


- at least in Montesquieu's view... provided there is social heterogeneity and 
e.g. feudal privileges are defended and protected = a society with clear (legal) 


class and other caste/social strata distinctions, and gross (from the present- 
day Western mass-democratic point of view) formal-legal social inequality... = 
concepts such as "freedom", just like all the various "-isms" and "-phobias", 
can be charged/loaded with content in any way the interpreter of the concept 
wants to do so, and in the public domain in our Age/Era/Epoch, if "the 
dominant interpreter" "just happens" to incl. GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE numbers of a particular group in tandem with 
Protestants and other groups such as "Leftists" and "(Neo-)Conservatives" - 
GOD SAVE US... this is why, or at least one of the primary reasons why, the 
WEST is almost certainly effectively FINISHED (at least it seems that way, c. 
2018)... loss of Identity = loss of Power = loss of Will to Live... just as the 
(Western) European Aristocracies faded out of history in a process beginning 
at least a century or two before Montesquieu's life...]] 


[[What the fuck could this mean re: USA, Australia, France, UK, (Germany),... c. (1850-)1900(-1940)- 
present?!!! HAHAHAHAHA!!!]] 

"Wherever there are already privileges, there freedom lies 
in their (i.e. the privileges’) maintenance and preservation, 
whereas their violent (forced) abolition destroys 
freedom; wherever such privileges do not exist, there their 
(i.e. privileges’) one-sided establishment does harm to and 
violates freedom." 

[[Montesquieu views freedom as having absolutely nothing 
to do with legal equality (even though as a matter of 
natural law or natural equality all men are "equal", etc.), 
political freedom, universal suffrage, etc.,... and that 
freedom is about the security and safety of the "people" - 
who do not in the least coincide with the sum of the 
population - to enjoy their property rights, bodily 
integrity, etc.. Nor does freedom include a right to engage 
in politics (which even in a democracy means, owning 
property, etc.). For Montesquieu, freedom is about civil, 
not political rights. If freedom is submission to the law, 



and if the law protects the personal belongings of every 
individual [[wife, children, servants, etc. belong to the 
Householder/ Man of the House etc.]], then Montesquieu's 
position is roughly the same as Hobbes's = KEY for 
FREEDOM = a sense of safety and security. (+ all men 
born equal according to "natural law" DOES NOT mean 
that all men should have the same political rights (which 
are commensurate with property ownership - even in a 
democracy), etc..)]] [[I - OBVIOUSLY NOT P.K. - would 
also add that Montesquieu's intense fears of democracy 
degenerating into tyranny are HIGHLY RELEVANT for 
Western mass democracies TODAY which have totally 
abandoned the LONG-TERM, VITAL 
CIVILISATIONAL-CULTURAL IMPORTANCE 
OF RELATIVELY STRONG RACIAL/ 
ETHNOLOGICAL AND 

RELIGIOUS RELATIVE HOMOGENEITY (of course, it 
does not have to be absolute homogeneity, but a 50+%, or 
better, 70+% or 90+% basis seems to be - though is by no 
means theoretically - absolutely ESSENTIAL),... IN 
ORDER, INTER ALIA, FOR A DISGUSTING - 
subjectively seen as a matter of Taste, of course - TINY 
MINORITY GROUP (i.e. its ELITES) TO PLAY EVIL, 
"SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY" DIVIDE AND RULE 
GAMES OF POWER PROJECTION AND IMPOSITION 
- THIS IS VERY SICK STUFF, AND THE WEST WILL 
PROBABLY FALL SOONER (WITHIN A FEW 
DECADES OR A CENTURY OR SO, RATHER THAN 
LATER (e.g. AFTER 500 or 1000 years))... THAT'S 
WHAT HAPPENS WHEN YOU LET REVOLTING 
PARASITES (i.e. their ELITES) - subjectively seen as a 
matter of Taste, of course - TAKE GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE CONTROL. AND WE AND 



OUR OFFSPRING and DESCENDANTS (if any) SHALL 
PAY A VERY HEAVY PRICE INDEED... AND THE 
FIRST PORT OF CALL IS INCREASING DESPOTISM 
- TO COMBAT THE INCREASING ANOMIE AND 
CHAOS - IN THE (ONCE UPON A TIME) WEST...]] 
[[For Montesquieu (German text, p. 90 = English 
translation, p. 96), liberal notions of full legal equality for 
everyone and the attendant homogenisation, simplification 
and generalisation of society by, inter alia, abolishing 
legally enshrined feudal privileges etc., would be 
considered "despotism”, let alone in the case of social 
democracy or mass democracy where all people have at 
least some kind of access to a historically unheard-of 
abundance of goods, which - if I may say so, and not P.K. - 
Montesquieu probably would or could have seen as some 
kind of mixed "tyranny and or (secret society) oligarchy 
and or ochlocracy" of the worst, nightmarish kind...]] 


[[Sounds familiar? No wonder P.K. and I say - "No Public Appearances - EVER"!!!]] 

"Over and above that, it can be said that Montesquieu, 
despite his, in practice, non-binding praise for the ancient 
republican mindset, prefers inconspicuous, unobtrusive 
personal independence to the noise, din, kerfuffle of public 
militancy, and has the feeling or sense that where the 
whole of life becomes absorbed in political commitment 
and exertion, it becomes intellectually more narrow¬ 
minded rather than rich, extensive, varied, full." 


[[Before getting "excited" about C. Schmitt, you should 
reflect upon Bodin and Hobbes and the establishment of 



European state sovereignties from the 15th to the 18th 
centuries against Feudal Law, Rights and Privileges,... (p. 
90ff. German text = p. 96ff. of the English translation). Cf. 
p. 50ff. of the German = English text, p. 50ff., where the 
Legislator as deus ex machina implies that the Decider of 
the Decision cannot be some "authentic” Schmittian- 
Heideggerian ideal... since all positions ultimatelyare of an 
irrational decision, starting point... out of Chaos, and not a 
priori... (which also knocks out Kant and all the Ethicist- 
Pontificating "professors" and other assorted smart-arses, 
who know how to "save the world", "if only you'd just 
listen"... power-hungry, "sophisticated and nuanced" 
ANIMALS!!!...)... also ponder the third (human) 
ontological level of positive law as compared to natural 
law (God), the law of nature (inorganic Nature) (pp. 56-57 
(German) = pp. 58-59 (English)) in order to gain a better 
understanding of the emergence of decisionism in the 19th 
century in the context of the history of ideas of the 17th 
and 18th centuries, and earlier...]] 


[[it is quite clear from the excerpt below that political concepts such as "despotism", 
and in other contexts, "racism" etc., can be filled with all sorts of (opposing) content, 
mean different things to different people and groups, and subsequently be weaponised 
in the political sphere...]] 

"Nonetheless, the content-related shift becomes clear if we 
ponder that the combination of that demand of the 
separation of powers with the ideal of the mixed polity, as 
is alluded to in Montesquieu, was henceforth no longer 
possible. Because in accordance with the liberal and 
democratic perception, the monarchical, the aristocratic 
and the democratic components could in fact no longer 
have an effect together inside of the legislature on equal 




terms. Both of the former (i.e. the monarchical and 
aristocratic components) had to be excluded, and indeed 
not merely in the sense that they were not allowed to be 
politically activated anymore and were kept outside, but 
much more radically: the legislature was supposed to now 
use its sovereign will to influence the texture of society and 
or for the reshaping (remoulding) of society, that is, it was 
supposed to abolish (at least) legal and political 
inequalities, and through that homogenise the social body 
all across the board. The internal logic of the liberal or 
democratic constitution desired and or demanded 
therefore a republic or a merely decorative monarchy and 
the indivisible sovereignty of a legislature, which emerged 
from a legally and politically, if not in fact socially, 
homogeneous people. It is to be supposed or guessed with 
a fair bit of certainty that Montesquieu, not differently to 
many an extreme or moderate conservative in the year 
1789, would have seen and interpreted such a development 
as the victory of the “despotism of the many”, which in his 
eyes was not much better than the despotism of the one 
[[ruler/ despot]].” 


”... These organs were not formed from the social 
correlation of forces, but they represent and constitute 
legal fictions which seemingly stand above social and 
historical given (actual) facts, so that the impression comes 
into being that this model could find application in all 
countries and in all societies. A one-sided juristic and legal 
formalism and a naive trust in the possibilities of the 
panacea-like effect of constitutional regulations and 
constitutional technique have thus characterised the 



political thought of liberalism since its inception, especially 
in its reference and connection to the mythology of the 
separation of powers. Liberal praxis has of course been far 
less naive. 

Seen in terms of the history of ideas, the separation of 
powers constituted, at any rate, a construction, which the 
more mythological it was, the more it estranged and 
distanced itself from Montesquieu’s sociological way of 
looking at things, in order to be involved and get tangled 
up in the (over-)subtleties, nit-picking, hair-splitting and 
pedantry of liberal juristic, legal formalism....” 


"For good or ill, the lexicographical conceptual meaning) 
of terms differs, almost always, from the historical 


(conceptual meaning)) - and scientific analysis would be 
luperfluous to a great extent if perchance the two 
coincided. All the same, the ascertainment of the historical 
fertility of the theory regarding the separation of powers, 
can be uninhibitedly reconciled with the ascertainment 
that such a separation has, in the true sense of the word, 
never and nowhere become reality, above all not where a 
“system of checks and balances” was meant:...” 


"The 

existing “checks and 














balances” - if they exist - are 
due much more to the 
express or tacit rules of the 
(political party) game, which 
guide the co-existence of 
parties, associations, 
organisations, unions etc. on 
the indispensable basis of an 
undisturbed reproduction of 
the material preconditions of 
the social system, than to 
general and abstract 
institutional and 
constitutional determinations 
or regulations and 

_ _ Still more than in the golden age of bourgeois liberalism, the 

adjustments. 

separation of powers constitutes in the epoch of mass democracy a mythologem, a point of contention and a flexible 
weapon. The struggle and osmosis of parties and associations etc. against the background of an atomised society are 
of course phenomena which can hardly be apprehended by Montesquieu’s categories. And yet reading and studying 



him always remains, even in this respect, instructive. Because the essential in the present-day becoming and events is 
inferred or revealed often only through comparison with the past." 


Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 


Panagiotis (Panajotis) Kondvlis 
rnavayia)Tr|c Kov5i3Ar|c) - Marx and 
_Greek antiquity_ 


• Home 



• The Political and Man 



• The Philosopher and Pleasure 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 
































16th and 17th century utopian constructions 
Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



• Marx and Greek antiquih 



• Power and Decision 



• Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



• The Political in the 20th century 



• The German Sonderwe 



Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 



• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



• Answers to 28 questions 



Answers owed and due 













































Thoughts and Savings 



duotes and longer citations 



• Introduction to Chamfort 



• Introduction to Lichtenber 



• Introduction to Rivarol 



• Introduction to Pavese 



• Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dage 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



• Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 



blank page 2 














































Introduction to Machiavelli 



• The emergence of dialectics 



• The European Enlightenment 



• The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



• Theory of War 



• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank page 3 



• blank page 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



• Translator's Page 



blank page 5 












































blank page 6 



• Readers' Pane 



• blank Dane 7 



• blank Dane 8 



• blank page 9 

• Not related to PR's writings - only for Rhomioi 



• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondylis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondylis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


Online by mid-2019? 






















PANAJOTIS KONDYLIS 


MARX 

UND 

DIE GRIECHI5CHE 
ANTIKE 

Zwei Studien 



MANUTIUS VERLAG 
HEIDELBERG 





jcurm 


■1HM01BENH1 AF1ANTA Top, K 6 


AMMoieeNHi ananta r lW o; j 



16 ? 








Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 


Panagiotis (Panajotis) Kondvlis 
navayLa)Tr|c Kov5uAr|c) - Power and 

Decision 



• The Philosopher and Pleasure 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



• The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 



• 16th and 17th century utopian constructions 

• Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



• Marx and Greek antiquih 



Power and Decision 









































Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



• The Political in the 20th centur 



• The German Sonderwe 





Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 




• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



• Answers to 28 Questions 



• Answers owed and due 



• Thoughts and Savings 



Duotes and longer citations 



Introduction to Chamfort 









































Introduction to Lichtenber 



• Introduction to Rivarol 



• Introduction to Pavese 



• Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dage 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



• Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 



• blank page 2 

• Introduction to Machiavelli 



• The emergence of dialectics 



The European Enlightenment 














































The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



• Theory of War 



• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank page 3 



• blank page 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



• Translator's Page 



• blank page 5 



• blank page 6 



• Readers' Page 



blank page 7 












































blank page 8 






Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondylis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondylis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


POWER AND DECISION by Panagiotis Kondylis plain En § lish version ( see below for the 


'alternative words and phrases" version including some German text) 



Power and Decision by Panagiotis Kondylis.pdf 


Size : 1259.34 Kb 
Type : pdf 














Panaiotis Kondylis 


MACHT UND 
ENTSCHEIDUNG 


Die Herausbildung 
der Weltbilder und 
die Wertfrage 

-Klett-Cotta- 





Ivov^uX/ic 

1 X Y £ 

KAI AI10<DA2H 

H A*au<W*>«tl r«* *o*b"'** . 

mi t<* rpofitw* tAv 



j t i y l l i 









"The animistic prehistory of the mixing of Is (i.e. Being or To Be] and Ought is 
discernible here in the angst (or fear] in the face of the magical power of the 
word and of the curse: whoever expresses something ominous, wishes it as well, 
and contributes eo ipso to its carrying out. The defence of the close relation 
between Is (i.e. Being or To Be] and Ought, as sober and epistemologically well- 
founded as it may sometimes sound, has always stood under the aegis of this 
primitive thought style. This ascertainment is not here meant disparagingly; 
rather, one should conclude from it that exactly in this ascertainment the vitality 
of that defence, namely its perpetual reference to the constants of the human 
drive of self-preservation, which inside of culture strive for an objective, that is, 
taking root in life itself, meaning of life, is seen." 

"At the human level, a transformation, through the mediation (or agency) of the 
"intellect(-spirit)’’ and its symbolic mechanisms, of the biological magnitude "self- 
preservation” into an ideational magnitude takes place, so that the question of 
self-preservation and the, understood in the wider sense, question of power, are 
transubstantiated into a question of identity" [Das Politische und derMensch, S. 242, 
referring to Macht und Entscheidung, S. 49ff., 80ff..] 


Read the book... 

which explains why a final "peace", "concord", "harmony", "reign of justice" or 
whatever else one may wish to conceptually concoct, will never be realised... 

which explains why people, groups of people and the human race in general 
must struggle or fight to survive, without of course denying the existence of 
(even long-term, albeit macro-historically always temporary) cooperation, 
agreement, stability and peace, whilst acknowledging conflict is just as much 
as cooperation potentially and or actually existent in human interaction in 
many of its countless manifestations... 

which describes and explains the existence of human culture and the 
mechanisms of power and domination which permeate all kinds of human 
action from outright violence, which necessarily quantitatively subsides as 
culture "increases", to in terms of content diverse, yet in terms of form 
identical, ideational influence, which signals the "development" of human 



societies. Even the "best" or most "humane" or "altruistic" of human conduct 

is thoroughly permeated - albeit to varying degrees and in innumerable guises 
- by power claims and striving for dominance. [The definition of 

power is all-encompassing and infinitely variable in 
degrees and forms thereof: human life itself (all humans 
are in (relation to) society), in so far as it continues, is a 
form of power and extension or expansion of power; 
power resides as ideas (symbols) AND (potential) deeds, 
i.e. culture with roots always in nature (incl. biology), 
within individuals and groups (tribes, races, nations, 
institutions, corporations, states, etc.) and pervades all 
sorts of dynamics and combinations of individuals and 
groups; the political within the social is the realm within 
which power manifests itself in various forms through the 
mediation (or agency) of individual and group actors to 
bring about some kind of social cohesion and social 
order]... 

which does not tell you what to do or what should be done, the book that does 
not concern itself with "change" apart from describing and explaining it, the 
book which explains that normative thought, and of course ideology, are 
socially necessary (as is the rejection of consistent value-free knowledge), but 
incapable of adequately describing reality scientifically. Even when the 
dominant ideology is "settled", read the book which explains the role of 
interpretation and why there is no "end of history" or "end of conflicts", but 
which also explains why the promotion of various ideological forms of Utopia 
(and or mythology) is an inevitable part of relatively "developed" (whether 
e.g. Aboriginal or advanced-technological) societies and their humans... 

which is based entirely on historical fact and not on socially inevitable and 
indestructible fantasy or illusion, the book which does not try to fool itself and 
others that replacing one ideology with another ideology (e.g. a "failed 
traditional grand narrative" with a "micro narrative of harmonious pluralistic 
co-existence" based on "dialogue" or "universalistic human rights") can 
possibly constitute any kind of "progress" from a scientific point of view. 



Read the book which explains why only strictly descriptive theory 
(accompanied by a certain perception of human affairs based on (historical] 
empirical evidence) is capable of explaining human behaviour (action), in all 
its (historical) variations as well as in its socio-ontological continuity or 
consistency, to the fullest extent that such behaviour (action) can be 
explained. The book which exposes why theory is never put into social 
practice on a mass-scale without being fundamentally altered by the reality of 
human action and the heterogony of ends... 

which draws on the rich history of ideas to illuminate the main theoretical and 
ideological conflicts in that history with incomparable analytical insight, 
without of course ever losing sight of the fact that ideas as such do not exist, 
but only individuals in concrete situations, i.e. only people living in (or in 
relation to) society exist who make use of ideas in pursuing their own self- 
preservation and power claims. Normativism will always prevail at all levels 
of ideational endeavour, which is always connected to concrete human actors, 
and the fusion of Is and Ought lies at the basis of all thought which seeks to be 
socially accepted or influential, from "animism" to the most "complicated and 
sophisticated" philosophical argumentation. 

Read a general theory regarding the militant, polemical character, and the 
corresponding symbolic functions, of the "intellect(-spirit)"; the role(s) of 
interpretation, taste and power. 

Read the "short" book without footnotes (by Kondylis) which touches upon 
some of the core elements of Kondylis's thought fully referenced in his two 
grand projects as exemplified by: Die Aufklarung im Rahmen des neuzeitlichen 
Rationalismus and Die neuzeitliche Metaphysikkritik (history of ideas), and, Das 
Politische und der Mensch (social ontology or "macro social theory"). 

[For the "half-educated" reader (or today's reader tainted by one or many of 
the various forms of "political correctness"): Kondylis was never a supporter 
or advocate of Carl Schmitt's decisionistic theory (in actual fact Power and 
Decision is, inter alia, a polemic against Schmitt's decisionism in favour of a 
"descriptive theory of the decision")*. Decisionism, or variations of it, or 
forms of existentialism that have used the concept of the decision (and or the 



friend-foe concept) have had various advocates at different historical 
moments and such thinkers were by no means of the same or similar political 
persuasions (e.g. as Kondylis himself has pointed out, Karl Jaspers and Karl 
Barth were not exactly outspoken supporters of national socialism, and it goes 
without saying that Kierkegaard (and also Nietzsche) lived in times pre-dating 
20th century politics post World War I). Labeling thinkers and people in 
general based on a superficial understanding of their writings and positions is 
understandable if what is sought is polemical confrontation and ("final") 
ideological victory - it has, however, absolutely nothing to do with value-free 
(i.e. non-normative) description and explanation or analysis. Just as Kondylis 
acknowledged the extent to which slightly significant thinkers like Schmitt 
(Werner Conze and Reinhart Koselleck as exponents of the science of history 
were far greater influences on Kondylis than Schmitt), and extremely 
significant thinkers like Karl Marx were correct, he did not hesitate to point 
out their considerable shortcomings as well. 

* Essential reading for a fuller understanding of Kondylis's stance in relation to Schmitt and decisionism, 
including in the context of the law, theology and political rule (sovereignty, domination or power), and 
also regarding the question of value freedom, with telling references to Kelsen, Bonald, Donoso Cortes, A. 
1' Houet, is: Kondylis, P. "Jurisprudenz, Ausnahmezustand und Entscheidung. Grundsatzliche 

Bemerkungen zu Carl Schmitts "Politische Theologie"", esp. pp. 343-344, 350-351,352ff (pp. 154-156, 
166-169,170ff. in the Greek text: «E7uX£yop£va» (rrrr|v HoIitikij OeoXoyia tod Carl Schmitt))J 


READ "the book"... "the dynamite under the delusions of philosophers and 
theorists in general hardly anyone wants to touch" (C. F.). 

TRANSLATOR'S HINT TO BEMUSED READERS: Whilst whatever I say cannot be a 
substitute for the hard work needed to read and understand Kondylis, the following may 
be of assistance: one of the points made in Power and Decision is that every kind of 
society creates its own ideologies and ruling dogmas, which all have a common 
conceptual structure, through and behind which concrete individuals and groups 
exercise power, i.e. influence and or govern others, and thus have differing and opposing 
thought content. In the Western context, the ruling dogma or ideology once said e.g. that 
the Son of God was God and born of a mortal Virgin. To openly doubt such absurdity 


would be punished harshly. Today, in certain sectors of society, "rape has nothing to do 
with sex", "everyone (i.e. individuals from all over the world as compared to one another, 
and not individuals of the human race as compared to other non-human species of the 
animal kingdom or natural world) is the same", "women and men are equal" (even 
though their hitherto unchangeable biological differences as biology without human 
intervention are not exactly hidden and unknown - even to laypeople), "x race is 
inherently "good" compared to y race which has a history of inherent "evil" (even though 
race, however defined, does not really exist, whereas racism does)", "human rights exist 
notwithstanding that they are not enforced in respect of all humans everywhere (or are 
enforced only selectively on the basis of power politics)", "love and open borders will 
overcome hate and division", "even though humans are natural beings, human culture is 
totally separable from nature", "Islam is the religion of Peace [and only Peace]", or the 
once prominent: "people (i.e. humans) of x race are sub-human or not human", 
"Christianity is the religion of Love [and only Love]", etc., despite being such logically 
inconsistent (not to say ridiculous and ludicrous) statements or notions with no 
empirical foundation whatsoever, are nonetheless (blindly) believed and supported with 
zeal and fanaticism by (both relatively intelligent as well as mentally challenged if not 
retarded) people. Inevitably, such people, riding the high tide of polemics, emotion and 
sloganeering, will do everything within their means to sideline any doubters so that 
certain individuals and groups can wield power over other individuals and groups, i.e. 
the polemical zeal behind power claims overrides any logical coherence and 
correspondence with empirical reality. Thus, without supporting any dogma or ideology, 
i.e. thought content, what Power and Decision does is describe the basic thought forms 
through which human (social) action takes place, with an emphasis on world images, 
world views, ideologies, as they pertain to self-preservation, power, the intellect- 
spirit), identity, meaning, the friend-foe spectrum as to common thought structures 
but disparate, opposed thought content, etc. (The Political and Man (Das Politische 
und der Mensch) gives readers a more rounded and far deeper view of human 
(social) action, encompassing: l) the social relation both as to its (friend-foe) 
spectrum, and as to its mechanism (understanding, rationality, language), which 
bring about the endless types of (historical-)sociological content; 2 ) the political as 
the interaction of all interactions achieving social coherence and social order (social 
disciplining); and 3 ) the anthropological, whereby human nature is culture, with 
humans always being both natural and cultural beings, no matter how much culture 


can shape and control, rule or change nature) [neither Hobbes, nor Rousseau are 
absolutely right about human nature as far as "good" or "evil" is concerned; or, both 
are only partially right - both their positions are encompassed by empirically 
observed human action throughout known history. Furthermore, as far as we know, 
the Sophists first proposed that society was founded by way of contract between 
individuals, and that society is therefore seen as ensuring the exchange, utility 
(benefits) and protection of its members. On the other hand, the notion of 
"community" points to the always pre-existing reality of collective human and social 
existence, without being adequate, like the equally stylised aforementioned notion of 
"society", as a social-ontological concept (see Das Politische und der Mensch, S. 290 
[= p. [coming soon], The Political and Man], referring inter alia to 
Aristotle's Politics).] 


A note on terminology (the following acts as an introductory understanding 

of key terms and concepts. A reading of Kondylis's notes and reflections 

contained in: 

1. «T<xi)T6rr|Ta, ioxbg, 7ioA.mop6<;» (7rsvf|VTa dsAria) ("Identity, power, 
culture (civilisation)" (fifty statements (proclamations or assertions)), 

EMyyskog r Kavdq ({kip.) in Nsa Eaxia, Year 78, Volume 156, Issue 1769, 
July-August 2004, 

2. „Reflexion[en] fiber Gewalt, Herrschaft, Macht“. (Zettel 3850-3880 und 
3569-3577), ubersetzt und kommentiert von Fotis Dimitriou In: IABLIS. 
Jahrbuch flir europaische Prozesse, 12. Jg., 2013 

http://www.iablis.de/iablis_t/2013/kondylis 13.html, 

3. „Macht und Entscheidung - Nachgelassene Notizen zur 
Sozialontologie“. Aus dem Griechischen von Fotis Dimitriou. In: Tumult. 
Vierteljahresschrift flir Konsensstorung, Sommer 2014, S. 36-44, 

4. „Faktoren der Menschwerdung - Nachgelassene Notate zur 
"Sozialontologie"“. Aus dem Griechischen von Fotis Dimitriou. In: Zeno. 
Jahrheft flir Fiteratur und Kritik, Heft 35 (Jg. 36), 2015, S. 58-71, 





indicates that there are many further, finer levels and gradations of 
meaning and distinctions between at least some of the key terms and 
concepts... 

“Power” („Macht“, in Greek: «kr/i>c;») is (human) life and (human) life’s 
continuation (self-preservation) in human culture (society), informed by the 
acceptance of meaning («vor|pa», „Sinn“) (not found in the non-human animal 
kingdom), i.e. (restricted by and) relative to other (individual and collective) 
crystal(lisation)s of (forms of) power, as well as, in its broadest sense, 
encompassing all forms of the (in part usually, not always, overlapping in 
meaning) terms: dominance, predominance, domination, rule, ruling (over 
others), authority, sovereignty, dominion, control, influence, pre-eminence, 
hegemony,... violence,... force (as human coercion, strength, violence, etc. and 
not in the strict sense of the natural sciences as energy), etc.. Power and all its 
aforementioned manifestations can be physical and or (more often) ideational 
(ideological), and ultimately always refers to (human) society (and its culture, 
and the multifarious manifestations of identity, of individuals and groups) as the 
(a) political (collective) with some form of social order and social cohesion (as 
well as social disciplining) 0 . ("Power" in a more general sense that is beyond 
human culture/society, i.e. in the non-human animal kingdom and in nature in 
general, is force akin to mere energy in living and surviving). [Nietzsche's 
conception of power is undifferentiated and refers to both organic and 
inorganic, animal and human nature, and thus is tantamount to force (energy) in 
the sense of the natural sciences; man then becomes the bearer of the Will to 
Power - and the concept of power loses its hermeneutic precision in relation to 
humans (i.e. lacking in Nietzsche is a social-ontological and sociological- 
historical understanding). Nietzsche's distinction between a healthy-innocent(- 
extra-ethical) (existing in all of the universe) and sick, degenerate (religion and 
ethics-based) Will to Power, notwithstanding his disparate (contradictory) 
positions throught his life, leads him to comparing a bad nihilism to a good 
nihilism (when nihilism is simply normatively Nothing, i.e. (ethical and 
religious) Value Freedom), and to overlooking that any kind of power must take 
place in human society as human culture and amongst the humans and relations 
therein, including the falsehoods and lies necessary for the preservation of 
human (social) life. See p. 27-28 of Kondylis, P. (ed.), Der Philo soph und die 



Macht (Anthologie). Hamburg: Junius. 259 S.. Einleitung = Introduction S. 9- 
36, i.e., S. 27-28 = pp. 82-85 of 'H rjdovrj, rj ia/vg, rj omoma (1992)). Foucault, 
building on his interpretation of Nietzsche, effaced the conceptual boundary 
between power (Macht) and dominance (domination, ruling over others or 
authority; Herrschaft (ccouoia)) (but cf. S. 34, loc. cit., where Kondylis clearly 
shows that Autoritat = Knpoc; = Kupog (p. 94 of Greek text) = authority, in 
relation to Jaspers; at S. 24 (p. 79, Greek text) Autoritat = ccouoia = authority 
(dominance or dominion), in relation to Diderot). Even though Foucault 
correctly understood that power permeates all of society as a network of 
relations or correlation of forces, he did not see that power crystallises into 
innumerable forms so that power becomes an object of historical investigations, 
and not just anthropological and psychological investigations. Foucault did not 
explain the social hierarchisation of the relations of power and of institutions, 
nor the existence of relations of power outside of the institutional grip (or 
control) of the state. Furthermore, Foucault's microphysical way of looking at 
power is incapable of analysing the coming into being, character and decline of 
social formations, and ends up ideologically reflecting the circumstances of 
Western mass democracy, including the interweaving of Public and Private and 
bidding farewell to traditional notions of power. The individual and its self- 
realisation (Selbstverwirklichung; aui07rpaypdiojori) take centre stage so that 
oppression is experienced in the affluent society; "... and so he is declared a 
great philosopher, [he] who promotes liberation through the unmasking of the 
mechanisms standing behind [such oppression]" (= Kondylis is telling us, in 
effect, that Fame (and a kind of Deification) goes hand in hand with what (a 
section of) the Public Believes, Wants and Craves, and has Nothing to do with 
Science as the absolutely consistently dispassionate and non-normative 
Observation of Human Affairs = As soon as the fundamental circumstances of 
Western mass democracy end, the post-modern CIRCUS will leave history's 
stage; then it becomes a question of whether another circus will take (its) place 
or whether the elements of Anomie will lead to greater relative Disorder (= 
relatively low levels of Order) or to relatively heavy-handed Authoritarian 
Order, under which the Fun is not so free and widespread). See, loc. cit., S. 35- 
37 = pp. 97-99] [Conceptual distinctions can reach rather frustrating levels of 
complexity: e.g. Kondylis in note 3656 (see 00 below) confines "power" to 



something like "influence", as opposed to "authority", which is like 
"dominance", "domination" with a strong component of "force" as "violence". 
See also my discussion of „Herrschaft“, which highlights that "authority" in 
English, at least as it appears to the translator, does not carry the weight and 
force of "domination/dominance" it used to when Parsons did his translation of 
Weber many decades ago (when the full effects of e.g. The Wild One (Brando) 
and Rebel without a Cause (Dean) had not fully "blossomed"). Presumably the 
new translation of Economy and Society by Keith Tribe will be of interest on 
this point. In any event, Kondylis's notes are NOTES, i.e. not in any "final 
form" (with the context of specific, refined distinctions between definitions 
being fully laid out), and fine conceptual-terminological distinctions always 
bear within them the Danger of losing Sight of the Bigger Picture, and to be 
frank, they don't interest the translator that much - there is ultimately nothing 
better, if one wants to go into the greatest possible conceptual detail, than 
learning German!) 

There is usually no, at least at first instance or first glance, necessarily strict and 
absolute distinction made between the terms related to “power” (with the 
notable exception of „Gewalt“ as "violence" and "force" meant strictly 
physically): 

„Herrschaft“, which is usually translated as “dominance” and far less commonly 
as “domination” or “rule” (“ruling (over others)”) [Talcott Parsons's translation 
is mainly "authority", though "domination" is also used not infrequently, and 
Parsons observed that whilst there was no satisfactory English equivalent for the 
term „Herrschaft“, "imperative control" as used by N. S. Timasheff was 
nonetheless closest to Weber's meaning (see Weber Max, Economy and Society, 
Vol. 1., pp. 61-62, note 31, University of California Press, Berkeley, 1968, 

1978; see also: pp. 217ff. („legale Herrschaft“ = "legal authority"), 226ff. 
(„traditionale Herrschaft“ = "traditional authority"), 24Iff. („charismatische 
Herrschaft“ = "charismatic authority"), 262ff. („Herrschaft“ = "authority"), etc. 

- elsewhere in the same edition of Economy and Society, as already noted, 
„Herrschaft“ is translated as "domination" (pp. 53ff., 212ff.) or as "legitimate 
domination" (p. 212ff.); "legitimer Herrschaft" is translated as "authority" (p. 
215ff.), etc. Kondylis's own Greek rendering of „Herrschaft“ as «cgoi)oia» or 



«Kupiapxia» suggests the English word "authority" (or even "power", "control", 
"dominion", "governance"), or in the case of «Kopiapxia», "sovereignty", 
"domination" or "dominion", rather than just "dominance". The translator's view 
is that "authority" in English does not adequately convey a sense of the 
relatively high degree of "power" or "imperative control" contained within 
„Herrschaft“ and «cgoi)oia» or «Kopiapxla» (keeping in mind as well the 
diminution and or dispersal in the force of actual (top-down) "authority" in the 
West in the decades since Parsons was intellectually active), and therefore has 
opted for "dominance" ("domination" or "rule"/"ruling (over others)"). This is 
not to say that "authority" is not a valid choice, however the translator notes that 
in Kondylis's notes there is a clear distinction made between „Herrschaff ‘ and 
„Autoritat“ (provided the German is an adequate reflection of Kondylis's Greek 
terminology), and if „Herrschaft“ is to be translated "authority", where does that 
leave „Autoritat“? [I have however occasionally seen it as appropriate to e.g. 
translate „eine Herrschaft“ («pidv cgouoia») as "an authority (a regime of 
dominance)"] [In "The philosopher and power" I found it useful to 
translate „Herrschaff7«ccouoia» often, though not always, as "authority as 
dominance", rather than just "dominance", in particular in contrast 
to ,,Autoritat‘7«Kupoc;>>/" authority"]. 

(3850) Gewalt ist das Mittel, Macht ist der Zweck; wer Gewalt nicht als Mittel 
zur Macht einsetzt, ist politisch belanglos (so z.B. ein Verbrecher) [Violence is 
the means, power is the end (goal); Whoever does not use violence as a means 
for power, is politically inconsequential (thus, e.g. a criminal)]. 

(3851) Autoritat: Gehort zur Herrschaft, bildet das, was an der Herrschaft 
Macht ist. Die Autoritat gehort wesensgemaB zur Macht, nicht zur Herrschaft 
[Authority: Belongs to dominance (domination, rule or ruling (over others)), 
[and] constitutes that which is power in dominance. Authority belongs of its 
essence (nature or texture) to power, not to dominance (domination)]. 

(3852) Macht = die Fahigkeit eines individuellen oder kollektiven Subjekts, das 
eige-ne Selbstverstandnis als objektiv wahre Schilderung durchzusetzen. (So 
wird Einfluss gewonnen usw., vorausgesetzt im Selbstverstandnis ist der 
Anspruch enthalten.) [Power = the ability of an individual or collective subject 
to impose its own self-understanding as objectively true description (or 



account). (In this way, influence is gained, etc., provided that the claim is 
contained in the self-understanding.)]. 

(„Reflexion[en] fiber Gewalt, Herrschaft, Macht“. (Zettel 3850-3880 und 3569- 
3577), ubersetzt und kommentiert von Fotis Dimitriou In: IABLIS. Jahrbuch ftir 
europaische Prozesse, 12. Jg., 2013 
http://www.iablis.de/iablis_t/2013/kondylis 13.html)]; 

„Vorherrschaft“ (in Greek: «87riKpdiriari» or «Kopiapxla») as “predominance” 
(another proposed translation, not adopted here, is “pre-eminence”, which in 
German is or can be „Vorrang“ (Greek: «7ipo(3d8iopa» or «7rpcoT8ia»; usually 
translated here as “precedence”;), or „Vorrangstellung“); 


„Beherrschung“ («sXsyxo<;», «G'uyKpdrr|or|», «8Couoiaori» or <<KaTS^oooiaorp>) 
as “control(ling)”, “domination” or “absolute domination”; 


„Gewalt“ («(3iai6xriTa» or «(3ia») as “violence” (in relation to Montesquieu and 
the separation of powers, „Gewalt“ = «8^onoia» = "power"); 


„Kraft“ («8nvapri») as “force” or “strength”, and less often “power”; 


„Autoritat“ («ccouoia» or «Knpo<;» or «Kr|Sspovia» (in the Montesquieu 
introduction)), „Instanz“ («(3a0pl8a SiKaioSoola<;») as “authority” (or "authority 
(custody, guardianship)" in the case of „Autoritat“ as «Kq8spovia» - though 
strictly speaking, P.K.'s German „von der Autoritat des hoheren Willens“ is 
rendered in Greek: «d7r6 Tf]v KqSspovia U7rspi8pojv ai)08vndjv» = "from the 
authority (custody, guardianship)/custody (guardianship, authority) of the 
higher will (or: of higher authorities)"); 


„Durchsetzung“ as “imposition” («S7ii(3oZfi») or “predominance” 
(«87iiKpdiqoq») or “prevailing” («vkr|»); 



„Souveranitat“ («Kopiapxia») as “sovereignty”; 


„Hegemonie“, which is rarely used, («f)y£povia») 

as “hegemony”; „hegemonial“, which is much more commonly used 

than „Hegemonie“, («fiy£poviK6<;») as “hegemonic”; 

in the case of „GroBraumaspiranf ‘ («U7ro\|/f|(piO(; fjyspovac; xob pel^ovog 
Xcbpon»), the English rendering is “aspirant to a large space (i.e. prospective 
hegemon of a large space”; „GroBraumaspiranten“ («ojoic va 7rpo(3dAAoi>v ps xfi 
(piAoSogia xrjg riyepoviag o' svav pd^ova ympo») as “aspirants to a large space 
(so much that they have the ambition of hegemony in a large space)”, or 
when «b7ro\|/fiq)i£<; yia xpv fiygpovia os psi^ovsg x®poo<;» as “aspirants to a large 
space (i.e. Powers which are candidates for hegemony in large spaces)”. 

It appears that the English common usage of “hegemony” today is for Kondylis 
more like „Herrschaft“ («cgouoia», 

«Kupiapxia»; “dominance”, “authority”); „Autoritat“ («cgoi>oia», 

«Kupo<;»; “authority”), or, „Vorherrschaft“ («£7iiKpdxriori», «Ki)piapxia»; 
“predominance”), without the totally physical phenomenon „Gewalt“ 
(«(3iaioxrixa», «(3ia»; “violence”). Kondylis understands and 
uses “hegemon”/“hegemony”/“hegemonic” much more in Machiavellian, rather 
than in Gramscian terms (and never refers to “soft power” (which relates 
to “(pre)dominance”, “authority”, etc.), and “hard power” (which 
is “power” with “violence” always as a physical phenomenon)); 


„Gebiet“ can be defined as “dominion” («£7iiKpdx£ia»), though more often as 
“field”, “area”, “sector” («7i£Sio», «x®pog», «xopsa<;»); 

„gebietend“ («£gouoiaoxiK 09 >) as “commanding”; 


„EinfluB“, and less often „Wirkung“ («£7rrip£ia», «d7i:ox£A£opa», «£7rippori», 
«5pdori», «£7ii8paari», «£7i£V£py£ia», etc.) (primarily, but by no means 
exclusively, “effect”), as “influence”; 



„Geltung“ («Kupo<;») as “prestige” and or “authority”, though Kondylis has 
translated „Geltung“ into Greek as «Spdari», «iaxuc;»,... with my choice in 
English usually being “validity”; 


„Ansehen“ («Khpog») as “prestige” and or “authority”; 


„Prestige“ («y6riipo») as “prestige”; 


„Kompetenz“ and „Zustandigkeit“ («dppoSi6xr|Ta») (which while denoting 
skill, capability, etc., are by no means ever independent of (some kind of) 
considerations of (or forms of) power, or power-related phenomena such as 
„Interpretationsmonopol“ (= «povo7icokio xrjg epppvsiag)), “monopoly of 
interpretation”), „Verbindlichkeit“ (= «S£ap£DxiK6xr|xa», “bindedness”), etc.) 
“competence”, or, in the case of „Zustandigkeit“ also as “domain” or 
“responsibility”, along with “competence”; 


„Hierarchie“ (or far less often „Status“) («iepapxla») as “hierarchy”; 


„Energie in der Natur“ («gvspy8ia pcoa 011 ) (pbar|») as “energy in nature”; 


„Lebensenergie“ («£a>xiKf| £V£py£ia») as “life's vital energy”; 


„Wille zur Macht“ («(3obkr|Gri yia ioyi)») as “will to power”; 


in the case of „(ob)walten“ (verb) and „Obwalten“ or „Walten“ (noun), the 
situation is literally that of a dog's breakfast, with Kondylis himself using in 
Greek «£7riKpaxo5, 7rpo£^apxco, 8£07i6^co, Ki)piapx ®,.--» 5 «xm£p(oxi>or|», 
«Kupiapxla»,... and I choosing almost always "prevail", "prevailing", with the 
other possible choices being "dominate", "rule" or even "take the lead", 
depending of course on the context; 



and so on, and so forth... 


The translator is not in principle opposed to the making of strict(er) definitional 
distinctions between the above-mentioned terms, however, due to the degree in 
the overlapping of such terms’ meaning, neither Kondylis nor the translator has 
engaged in such an endeavour. Definitional distinctions are important. They 
cannot or should not however constrain the relative elasticity of meaning when 
exactly such flexibility is epistemologically appropriate. The fact that some 
non-human animals can and do exercise some forms of power over other 
animals not necessarily through direct physical contact or violence, and can 
control their impulses or instincts to some degree in certain circumstances, does 
not alter the fact that the non-human animals as social animals which display 
such self-control, do not behave („verhalten“, «onp7i8piq)8popai») in a way 
which could encompass human-like action ( acting , act(sj) („Handeln“ 
(«7ipd^ri», «Spdor|», «7ipd£,ei<;», «Spaoxr|pi6xr|xa»), “Handlung” («Spdor|»), 
„Akt(e)“ («7ipa^ri», «7rpd^si<;»), “Tatigkeit” («Spaoxr|pi6xr|xa» 

= “activity”; and “Tun” 

(«Spaoxripi6xrixa», “activity” or “doing(s)”)) 000 accompanied by a symbolic 
network or “system” of meaning (language etc.) created by humans beyond 
what pre-existed, or exists without human intervention, in the natural world. 


[Perhaps the basic starting point should be that "power" is the most general form 
of energy plus and in relation to meaning (social relations, interaction and 
identity (/recognition)), created by humans through symbols etc.; that 
"dominance", "domination", "authority" implies acquiescence of the person who 
is "obedient", but under at least the threat of "force" and (stronger) "violence", 
whereas "influence" can be seen, though not necessarily, as containing no such 
threat. "Violence" is always physical, and there is no such thing in Kondylisian 
conceptuality as "verbal violence", or Foucaultian "microaggressions", etc., or 
any other such inanities and or biassed use of present-day "theory", which is 
more interested in the exercise of power and control over certain (i.e. a 



particular class of) people, in favour of certain other (i.e. particular classes of) 
people, than in understanding social phenomena in a dispassionate, non- 
normative value-free manner (diachronically, macro-historically and social- 
ontologically-anthropologically).] 


Furthermore, terms such as: 


„Weltbild“ («Koopo£iKova») (“world image”), 


„Weltanschauung“ («Koapo9ecopla»), „Weltansicht“ (« ko o goavx ikr\\\rr\») 
(“world view”) or „weltanschaulich“ («Koogo9scopr|TiK69>) (“world- 
theoretical”), 


„Weltauffassung“ («ko ogoavxikr| v|/r|») (“perception of the world” or “world 
view”), and „Weltwahmehmung“ (« koo go avx i Ax| \\rr \») (“perception of the 
world”), 


„Ideologie“ («i8soXoyia») (“ideology”), 


„Ideologeme“ («i58o)ioyfigaTa») (“ideologems (i.e. kinds of sub-ideology)”), 


„falsches BewuBtsein“ («\|/ei)8fi<g onv8l5riori») (“false consciousness”), 


„Religion“ («9priaKsia») (“religion”), 
and, 


„Interaktion“ («8ia5paori») (“interaction”), 



„Wechselwirkung“ (« aXkr\Xsn i5paor|») (“interaction (or mutual influence)”) [in 
the Montesquieu book/introduction, „der Wechselwirkungen“ is rendered in 
Greek also as «xo5v dkkr|k££,apxf| 0 £cov>>, which I translated into English as "of 
the interactions and mutual influences (or mutual dependencies)"], 


have more or less overlapping but also context-specific meanings e.g. when 
defined strictly or more broadly, etc.; by no means are they always meant totally 
mutually exclusively. 


„Entscheidung“ («d7r6(paor|») as “decision” ultimately pertains to the question 
of identity (Identitat («xanxoxqxa»)), which in turn can only exist, be (re)formed 
or solidify, become more fluid, etc. only in connection with power and within or 
in relation to pre-existing society encompassing the friend-foe spectrum etc. 

(cf. Das Politische und der Mensch, S. 257-258). 

„Absonderung“ («a.7i:oyojpiop6g» or «8iaxcopiopo<;») is translated as 
“segregation” in order to convey a stronger sense of separation („Trennung“ 
«d7roxcopiop6<;» = “separation”, whereas when «5ia.Kpior|» = “distinction”; 
„Teilung“ («xcopiopo<;») = “division”). 

„Geist“ («7XV8hpa») is usually, but not always, translated as “intellect(-spirit)” 

(it is felt that “spirit” alone in English often does not sufficiently convey the role 
of the mind within the “spirit” of both the German and the Greek terms 
(„geistig“ («7xvsD|iaxiK6<;») = “intellectual(-spiritual)”))."Spirit" and "spirit- 
intellect)", as well as "spiritual(-intellectual)", have nonetheless also been used, 
including in relation to Hegel and the past more so than as regards the mass- 
democratic present. 

„Kultur“ («7rokixiopo9>) is always translated as “culture”, even though 
"civilisation" is not (always) necessarily a wrong choice („kulturell“, 
«7rokmopiK6<;», as “cultural”), and the relatively rarely used „Zivilisation“ 
(again «7roA.mop6<;» in Greek) as “civilisation”, though conceivably in certain 
instances “culture” would also be appropriate; however, “culture” is never 
chosen for „Zivilisation“. 



Given Kondylis only ever uses one term for each of the pair “friend-foe”, 
i.e. „Freund-Feind“ («(pilo<;-8%0p6<;») („Freundschaft-Feindschaft“ («cpiAia- 
eXpGoiriia) = “friendship-enmity”; „freundlich-feindlich“ (<<cpiXiKoc;-s%0piK6c;>>) 
= “friendly-inimical”), and given that the meaning of common words can and 
does change throughout history and according to context etc., I see no point 
whatsoever in worrying about an “enemy-foe” distinction in English, even 
though others like G. Schwab ("interlocutor of Schmitt") might choose to do so, 
for whatever reason (e.g. the Latin "hostis"-"inimicus" distinction, etc.), and 
even though “enemy” is just as valid as “foe” in English. “Foe” to me simply 
sounds better in contrast to/with “friend”. 


The careful reader will no doubt notice a number of other key terms which have 
customarily been and can be rendered into English in ways other than those 
chosen by the translator. Of utmost importance here is the conveyance into 
English of as many nuances in the German (and Greek) as is possible, and not 
the English as attractive or "easy-to-read" English. In any event, whoever wants 
to really study Kondylis in depth will have to learn German - there is no other 
way. Of course, it is well-known that Kondylis in his translations of other 
authors into Greek, as well as in regard to his own works, nearly always chose 
one word to signify another word, and placed great importance on the 
translation seeming like it was written in the language being translated into; and 
whilst we cannot but agree with the wisdom of such an approach to translation, 
for the purposes of this site, and because of the desire to make concepts more 
clearly understood or "fleshed-out" in English so as to encourage eventual 
recourse to the original German, another approach has been taken. Were the 
translations contained in this site to be published in book form, in order to be 
sold in the world's book market, so to speak, then further editing and "textual 
adjustment" would obviously be necessary. 


° For a more detailed discussion, bearing many fine distinctions, of various 
aspects of "power" and "dominance/domination/rule/ruling (over others)" (or 
"authority"), see the following: Petridis Raymond, ""Power" and "Authority" in 



Panajotis Kondylis's Late Work", first published in Greek (Nsog Eppr/g o 
Aoyiog (Neos Hermes ho Logios ),'Exog (Year) 4, Tcuyoc; (Issue) 10, KcdoKaipi 
(Summer) 2014, A0r|va (Athens), Exaipsla Msksipt; Eklr|viKob Elokmopoh 
(www.emep.gr), pp. 118-162) - notwithstanding a number of perhaps 
"annoying" but "inevitable" differences in the translation of key terms, an 
advanced student of Kondylis's thought has much to gain from Dr. Petridis's 
study, and the initial "instinctual hunch" is confirmed, THAT if someone wants 
to study Kondylis's thought to the full extent possible, learn German!: 



Petridis Power & Authority in Kondylis's Late Work.pdf 

Size : 6540.934 Kb 
Type : pdf 



IIsxpi5r|c PsbpovSoc «I<xyuc» kou «E£ovqia» gto o\|npo spyo tod II. KovduAppdf 

Size : 659.978 Kb 
Type : pdf 


00 Excerpt from p. 113, Petridis Raymond, ""Power" and "Authority" in 
Panajotis Kondylis's Late Work", containing Kondylis's Note 3656. 

56 Let us recall here one of Kondylis’ c 
someone to do something against his w 
belief that this is his will” (note no. 365< 
respective definition of domination: 
will ( command ) of the ruler or rulers i: 
ruled) and actually does influence it in 
occurs as if the ruled had made the con 
own sake. Looked upon from the othei 
Economy and Society. University of Cali 




000 The distinction between animal behaviour and 

human action ( acting , act(s), activity ) is useful when making certain 

comparisons, but the terms are also interchangeable, depending on the context. 


See the Summary Notes to 


Theory of War> 


particularly at pp. 48-51ff. of the Greek book (= pp. 45- 
5 Iff. of the Summary Notes) on, inter alia, the 
distinction between power and violence . It is 
absolutely compelling theoretical material, uniquely 
set out in the history of ideas. You are very privileged 
(even if you don't fully understand it (yet or ever)) to 
be a part of reading such thoughts (and of course dismiss 

outright or treat my comments in [[... ]] with extreme caution, as you will and 
probably must...). 


For Greek-language readers, this is a thought-provoking and interesting 

article fit should be translated into English)! 
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Initial thoughts: man as vegetable exists before and (presumably) after man as animal, and "man" as mineral exists 
before man as vegetable, but the ontological layers in man distinguish man from plain animal and plain vegetable 
because man is human (social-personal) action with ideas, and those ideas, for man to live "for the term of his natural 
life", must have some sort of relationship with ideology, because societies operate per definitionem with ideology 
(ideologies), whilst man can only withdraw from ideology into "ideationality" consistently as a scientific observer of 
human affairs, without proposing or imposing norms, and bytesting his observations against empirical reality, no 
matter how multi-ontological and complicated such reality might be, whilst also not contradicting himself, but at 








some point man must return to his relationship with ideology, for otherwise man would not be part animal, and 
without the animal in him, as vegetable, man is DEAD. 
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Read the article in English which in a hitherto unknown manner outlines the 
extent we can know, including knowing about all forms of knowing, without a 
hint of ideological bias or of weakness as to facts, i.e. empirical reality, and 
without becoming lost in labyrinths of bombastic and pointless words 
focussing on minutiae and ultimately, from a practical point of 
view, irrelevant matters. One could read countless thousands of pages written 
by the "greatest philosophers and thinkers" (including the literally tonnes of 
nonsense produced by fashionable intellectuals-ideologues in recent decades), 
particularly in the field of epistemology (the theory of knowledge), and not 
come anywhere near to the clarity and certainty of knowledge contained 
within the 20 or so pages of Kondylis's German text (to be fair to great 
thinkers of the past such as Hobbes, Locke, Descartes, Spinoza (and many 
others) the various polemical needs of their times - i.e. the various polemics of 
new-times philosophical stances with reference to ancient-Christian 
metaphysics and the hierarchisation of being, or, the steady replacement of 
the primacy of ontology by the primacy of epistemology - were not something 
with which Kondylis directly engaged in formulating his own theories, rather 
Kondylis wrote the broad history of those needs and the attempts to satisfy 
them in his magisterial The Enlightenment in the framework of new-times 
rationalism and The new-times critique of metaphysics; moreover, Kondylis 
makes it clear in "Science, Power and Decision" he is dealing with theoretical 
activity in general, i.e. explanations of natural and social phenomena, and not 
how we know within the restrictive prism or dichotomy of e.g. empiricism vs. 
rationalism, which, at least in part, arises from the aforementioned historical 
polemics (in the "Foreword" to Power and Decision Kondylis calls his theory 
"a theory of human action and of the function of the intellectual(-spiritual) 
dimension in it"). 

In any event, apart from logical consistency and correspondence with 
empirical reality, what makes "Science, Power and Decision" and all of 
Kondylis's work stand out is that he does not tell his readers what to do or 
what "should" be done (notwithstanding the fact that any and every claim to 
knowledge constitutes a power-claim and is historically determined and 
relative, including Kondylis's claims to knowledge). There is no (ethical- 
formative dimension, and in this sense Kondylis's work is scientific or value- 



free (given logical consistency and confirmation by empirical reality, as well 
as of course the acknowledgement of the limits to knowledge). 

Knowledge is power, but not in any socially meaningful sense for the 
absolutely consistent (social or natural) scientist (or as Kondylis preferred to 
put it in respect of the social scientist, "observer of human affairs"), whose 
task is not to change, but to contemplate (consider, observe) and explain. 
Kondylis is the first and only known "philosopher" who has systematically 
claimed or shown across several thousand pages of his own written work, 
regardless of what the main focus of his attention is at any given time, that a) 
there can be certainty of knowledge (to the extent it is possible) and regardless 
of its necessary perspectivity and historicity, while b) values are relative, and 
that the relativity of values and associated normative power claims always 
have more to say in terms of driving social action than the possibility of 
knowing what is, particularly to the full extent that knowledge is possible (in 
other words, all world images or positions or theories are historically 
determined, but they are not all relative or subjective if one accepts some level 
of certainty of objective knowledge which is verified empirically - insisting 
that all positions are relative (as to facts), logically contradicts itself because 
the insistence (that all positions are relative as to facts) is itself a truth claim 
with supposed reference to empirical reality). 


For those who can manage to read German, an excellent article outlining some of 
Kondylis's basic positions whilst rebutting post-modern ideological prejudice, e.g. 
ethically-charged and emotional accusations of "fundamentalism" just because Kondylis 
never bowed to any ideological programme, including post-modern mass-democratic 
social theory, is: 

Konstantin Verykios: Wissenschaftliche Wahrheitssuche bei Panajotis Kondylis. 

In: IABLIS. Jahrbuch fur europaische Prozesse, 12. Jg., 2013 
http://www.iablis.de/iablis_t/2013/verykios13.html 


(Inter aha, the important point is made by Verykios that M. Weber in reference to "value 


rationality" meant value as an ethical or religious value; hence, the misunderstandings 
over the term "value-free" etc.). 


Also illuminating as to the question of Kondylis's methodological outlook is K. Verykios's 
article: 

Konstantin Verykios: Erkenntnistheoretische Einsichten und methodisches Vorgehen - 
Clausewitz und Kondylis, IABLIS Jahrbuch fur europaische Prozesse 13 . Jg. 2014 

https://themen.iablis.de/ 2014 /verykios 14 .html 
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mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


"But did not Thucydides render visible, in a conceptually 
sufficient manner, certain constants of political behaviour 
and of international relations, so that he constitutes today ... 
compulsory reading for all those who deal comprehensively 
with such matters?" 
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"One will certainly scandalise our ethicists (that means: the ideologues of our (own) society), if one ascertains as a 
sociologist that in [human rights] universalism both social atomisation (i.e. the breaking up or fragmentation of 
society into individuals), which is indispensable for the highly developed (advanced) division of labour against the 
background of unlimited mobility, as well as the democratic claim of material equality, are reflected ideologically". 

"Ethical-normative ideas are not made up in order to be taken (or understood) and to be realised at face value, but 
in order to constitute an identity and to be used as weapons of this identity in the struggle against other identities. 
Whoever cannot understand that will also not be able to ever comprehend either ethical-normative ideas' internal 
intellectual (thought) structure nor their external historical effect". 

One of the fundamental insights Kondylis shares with his readers in Planetary Politics after the Cold War is that all 
societies, including our own, justify, beautify or propagandise concrete power relations by means of ideological 
embellishment, lies and deceit. A descriptive and analytical or explanatory (i.e. value-free) consideration of the way 
international affairs have taken place, do take place and will possibly take place as a broad outline of what has 
occurred, is occurring and what might occur as form (or structure) and possibility (not as content and event), is 
what Kondylis's short book provides, inter alia, to its readers. 

Whether the dominant ideology is "love thy neighbour", "the survival of the fittest" and racial "superiority", 
"proletarian internationalism", "human rights" universalism or being "tolerant" of, and "understanding", others' 
values and perspectives, etc., the basic modes of action of individual and collective subjects remain the same: power 
claims and the struggle for self-preservation, striving for power and power's expansion; the viewing of, and acting 
in relation to, other subjects on the basis of the friend-foe spectrum, including the most blatant abuse of one's own 
stated "principles" in order to further one's own interests (e.g. the USA's openly selective "enforcement" of "human 
rights" and turning a blind eye to its allies' and its own flagrant "human rights" abuses, or the Soviet Union's, 

China's or other communistic movements' at times highly nationalistic, or at any rate statist, interpretation of 
"proletarian internationalism"). In other words, the instrumentalisation (by concrete (individual and collective) 
social actors) of ideological programmes is the norm, and only propagandists or the utterly naive (or stupid) could 
possibly believe otherwise (whilst ideas do not reflect reality in any vulgar Marxist or simplistic mechanical sense, 
they do not exist without some ultimate reference to concrete individuals, groups, and social action, i.e. when they 
take ideological-political form they can or do reflect (aspects of) concrete social relations, and at the very least their 
bearers' striving for power). 

Apart from giving readers a basic understanding of how the international system operates (on the basis of small, 
middle and major, great and planetary (or world) Powers with the interspersed (between these just mentioned 
main groups of Powers) subgroups of subordinate, local, regional or supraregional, colonial, economic and or 
military, and or leading Powers, even though at the time of writing the book only one great or leading Power, the 
USA, was also a planetary Power in the full sense of the term), including with regard to these Powers' relations with 



one another as (sovereign) states (e.g. as subjects and objects of planetary politics) and with regard to the 
(possible) formation of large spaces or spheres of influence, i.e. various forms of unfolding spaces and correlations 
of forces), Planetary Politics after the Cold War also gives readers an understanding of the potential advent of 
planetary or at least regional anomie (where it does not already exist) because of the planetarisation of, and many 
variations on, Western mass democracy, with its hedonistic mass consumption flowing from mass production, the 
advanced division of labour and distinctly mass-democratic material interpretation of the formal legal rights 
characteristic of the bourgeois liberal and European colonialistic era. Kondylis never shies away from drawing 
ultimate conclusions from the driving forces at work, no matter how nightmarish possible future scenarios might 
turn out to be: as in the case of the biologisation of the political and the pitting of man against man in conditions of 
generalised anomie arising from the population explosion, a possible breakdown of sovereign statehood and the 
uncontrolled migrations of the peoples. 

Furthermore, while always keeping in mind the social-historical character of all things human, e.g. how the world 
has reached the mass-democratic planetary era as a result of European colonial expansion, the Liberal and 
Industrial Revolution, European liberalism, capitalism and imperialism, national and international massification 
and (extreme) atomisation, the transition from closed oligarchies and fixed hierarchies to the game of the open 
elite and (unlimited) social mobility (the leveling of hierarchies and of authorities) with increasing individualism, 
egalitarianism, value pluralism and permisiveness, i.e. the process of democratisation, the legal (not actual) 
equality of collective (i.e. state) subjects coming about in the twentieth century, the role of economic modernisation 
and economic growth, along with democratisation and the economisation of the political as defence mechanisms 
against the anomie latent in massification etc., a thorough introduction to basic political and sociological concepts 
is given, including such crucial matters as the distinction between estate-based society, oligarchic liberal capitalism 
and social or mass democracy (including its "devious" variants of communism and fascism). In particular, the 
contribution of communism (with its (ideological and real) promotion of international and national legal and 
material equality) in the 20th century to the formation and planetarisation of mass democracy (with its at times 
relatively "not so brutal" (over many decades commencing during nineteenth century mass society, predating its 
mass-democratic phase in which inter alia everyday life is mechanised and the worker also becomes a consumer on 
a mass scale, especially after World War Two) and at other times relatively "brutal" (e.g. within two or three 
decades in the 20th century) undermining and destruction of the vestiges of pre-industrial, patriarchal and stricter 
hierarchical group-based social formations and culture) is potently conveyed to the reader. Kondylis makes it clear 
that while nations [a nation being, inter alia, a collective subject with an (at least partially) shared collective 
consciousness based on myth and or historical reality with often some degree of commonality as to race or 
ethnological background, (and or) language, (and or) religion, (and or) customs or practices, (and or) legal system, 
(and or) ideology, etc.] and states can come about, but not exclusively in the case of nations, as new creations based 
on political decisions and actions; peoples, races, cultures, civilisations and or certain nations can exist for (very) 



many centuries (as evolving entities with elements of continuity and elements of change) and do not appear out of 
nowhere (i.e. historical and social reality does not fit into simplistic dogmatic categorisations as promoted by both 
"nationalists" on the "Right" and "internationalists" on the "Left"). There are also sections on radicalised 
traditionalisms and or nationalisms or regionalisms and modernisation (which definitely puts for instance the 
outbreak of "Islamic fundamentalism" into an illuminating social-historical perspective), as well as on the new 
shape of hot war, with particular emphasis on the effect of the end of the US-Soviet nuclear standoff, the diffusion of 
(new) weapons technologies and the possible variable consequences on smaller and greater Powers, the 
unlikelihood of "total" war, conceptual clarification of both "total" war and "war of annihilation", and the advent of 
other forms of war in the planetary era including the possible interweaving of war violence with criminal violence 
within the framework of widespread (worldwide) anomie. 

As is the case with all of Kondylis's works, the insightfulness of his thinking, the implications of his conclusions and 
the uniqueness of his analytical consistency (e.g. his observations that "liberal democracy" and "human rights" have 
never existed, and do not exist, as scientifically defined terms and social phenomena (social facts) (likewise, 
"conservatism", as with "liberalism", has only a present-day mass-democratic polemical-political use; scientifically 
(descriptively and explanatorily), real-world historical-sociological changes have rendered terms such as 
"conservatism", "liberalism" [, and "democracy" as polity,] obsolete as regards their present-day application); his 
view of the Stalinistic five-stage schema of the course of History as being something much more ideologically 
substantial than mere dogmatic stubbornness; the observation that the original communistic ideal of a classless 
society was actually reaslised as a caricature (thanks to the heterogony of ends) in Western mass democracies-; or 
the scientific validity of the interaction between (the anthropological and socio-ontological magnitudes of) power 
relations (social and political relations), action and the concrete situation and not a priori value-based conceptions, 
or confessions of faith in particular views, of History, Man, economics, class, gender, race, democracy, etc.), 
make Planetary Politics after the Cold War another stunning contribution to the social and political sciences worthy 
of the great thinkers (notwithstanding the serious shortcomings in some of these thinkers' work) who proceeded 
him: from Thucydides and Aristotle to Hobbes, from Machiavelli to Pareto and Weber, from Spinoza and Kant to 
Marx and Mannheim, from Clausewitz to Aron, to mention only a few such men in the extremely 
rich Western tradition of thought. 


2 The translator adds that the Frankfurt School and "cultural Marxism" can be seen at least in part as representing an 
"ideological vanguard" and justification of Western mass democracy (under American imperialism) as caricature of 
communism. By the same token, it is acknowledged that Horkheimer, Adorno, Benjamin, Fromm, Marcuse, et al. were not 
without their insights and at least interesting, though often scientifically misleading, (normative-driven) analyses.(The 


(extreme) left-wing of Bolshevism and the Old Left, before Stalinism became widely dominant, also often took (extreme) 



libertarian positions in regard to sexuality, the traditional patriarchal family, miscegenation, minorities, 
internationalism, with strict anti-"Great Religions" stances, etc.]. 


Also of interest: 

Kondylis Panagiotis: ""Human Rights": Conceptual Confusion and Political Exploitation", translated from the Greek 
by Stephen Stafford and Raymond Petridis. 

In: Telos. Critical Theory of the Contemporary, no. 166, Spring 2014, pp. 161-165; doi: 10.3817/0314166161 
f http://journal, telospress.com/content/2014/166/161.extractl , 

and, 

"Panajotis Kondylis and the Obsoleteness of Conservatism" by Paul Gottfried, in Modern Age, Fall 1997, pp. 403-418 - 
PDF http://www.unz.ore/Pub/ModernAee-199 7q 4-00403 

(Paul E. Gottfried, who cites Kondylis in both After liberalism: Mass Democracy in the managerial state, PUP, New Jersey, 
1999, and, Conservatism in America. Making Sense of the American Right, Palgrave MacMillan, New York, 2007, in his 
charming partisan-political manner, inaccurately associates Kondylis with Marxism, anti-Americanism and even 
conservatism itself rather than being a value-free or value-neutral (i.e. descriptive, explanatory and non-normative/non- 
partisan) observer of the social facts/phenomena of conservatism (liberalism and mass democracy), communism (and 
Marxism, including its very important social-scientifically valid aspects, as well as noting its inanities), American "human 
rights" imperialism, etc.). 

A further example of misrepresenting Kondylis as "anti-American" (what is not understood is that a non-normativistic 
"value-free" or "axiologically free" position makes one "anti" everything that normatively (ethically) goes beyond 
dispassionate description and explanation; only those who have a normatively inspired side to defend, e.g. "the American 
philosophical tradition", "hopes" of the coming of a (pragmatistic) "Third Enlightenment" in "democratic societies" (!), or 
actual American imperialism dressed up in naivety ("universalisable human rights" can only be realised by a world state (i.e. 
power politics as domination on the grandest of scales - something not very likely...), will find in a mere observer of human 
affairs an "anti-American"), is: Weber, Eric Thomas, "The Third Enlightenment as American: A Reply to Kondylis," Skepsis, 
Volume 21, Issue 2, 2011, p. 97-107: 

https://www.academia.edu/3000358/The_Third_Enlightenment_as_American_A_Reply_to_Kondylis. 

(It goes without saying that Kondylis's history of the European Enlightenment ends with Kant, C. Wolff, 
Lessing, Herder, Hegel, Schelling, Fichte, Hdlderlin,... who were all born at least about 70 years before the 
American pragmatists: C. S. Peirce, W. James, J. Dewey, who are nonetheless referred to in The Political 
and Man and/or The new-times critique of metaphysics and/or "The philosopher and power"). 





"... Raymond Aron deserves particular mention, not only for his soberness 
and his lofty intellectual ethos, but for his broader sociological and 
philosophical education. Almost inevitably and imperceptibly my increasing 
familiarisation with the problems of strategy, of geopolitics and of military 
history took place from this point in time. My book about the Theory of War 
(first-published in Germany in 1988) does not just constitute a new 
interpretation of Clausewitz and a redefinition of basic forms of more modern 
war, but an application of this theoretical harvest to essential strategic matters 
of the Cold War, as e.g. they were put forward during the formation of the 
Soviet military dogma then in force. [...] 

[...] From this perspective, the reader will not find it hard to understand why 
in the formation of my thought several great political thinkers played a not 
insignificant role. Both as to his intellectual(-spiritual) weight as well as 
chronologically, first amongst them was Thucydides, whose study 
accompanies me from my early teenage years until today. A second milestone 
in the same direction was the study of Machiavelli, to whom my first extensive 
publication is devoted, as well as my indulgence in the work of contemporary 
analysts of international relations, commencing with Raymond Aron. Of 
course, such readings would not have yielded as much as they yielded if they 
were not framed by a long and extended engagement with European social 
and political-military history. On the other hand, the conceptual tools, which 
the epistemologically sufficient apprehension of the relation between Is and 
Ought or of the methodological bases of social science demanded, were 
sharpened in the critical contradistinction in respect of Kant and Max 


Weber...” 
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FUCKSTICKS, DUMB CUNTS (Oops! That was pretty rude; 
shame on me!), RETARDS... 










SMALLER. BUT STILL PRETTY BIG TIP: IN 

2018. A NEW BOOK BY I. ?EA???EIM?? - 

who is obviously going to always defend 

his nation f aood for himf\ and write in 

his nation's interest fincluding 

fnerhans? nrobablv? definitely?! 

wanting to nrotect certain core - internal 

- arrangements of his nation, etc. - 

whether thev relate f ini directly or at all 

to his nation's "Founding Fathers" or not 

-1 wouldn't know, because I don't know 

much about the USA as of course I 

shouldn't, because their language and 

culture is more foreign than familiar to 

me...l. and no matter how realistically. 

and to what extent in scientific and or 


scholarly correctness and or error -WAS 


RELEASED. I HAVEN'T READ IT, BUT I 
READ R. MERRY'S REVIEW OF IT. IF YOU 
HAVE THE TIME, AND ARE INTERESTED 
IN THEORY AS AN ATTEMPT TO BE 









































POLITICAL SCIENCE (UP TO A POINT 
NOT COMMON AT ALL IN OUR, OR ANY 
WORLD, FOR THAT MATTER), READ AND 
STUDY CAREFULLY THE AMERICAN'S 
BOOK, READ AND STUDY CAREFULLY 
P.K.'S TEXTS, FORGET ABOUT ALL OF MY 
ENDNOTES AND COMMENTRY, AND... 
FIGURE IT OUT FOR YOURSELVES! fmv 

GUT FEELING - without having read the 

book in question - is that it probably is 

"externally (as to international affairs)" 

generally, if not totally, sound, and. 

"internally fas to domestic affairs)" 
obfuscatorv and ideological, because he 

who Reveals the External Relations of 

Power cannot - if he wants to Have a 
Position - also Reveal Absolutely Clearly 

IN FULL LIGHT the Full Internal 
Relations of Power, particularly if that 

would mean War Onto Oneself, i.e. 
Suicide - Since the whole Point of Life is 

Self-Preservation until "Biological Death 

by Nature"). - After all, it 

is their Imperium... and you're going to 





















have to - one wav or another - work 

d 

within IT. because the onlv othei 

alternative is to become Han Man or 

Hindu Man or Ane Man or ??? Man. an 

nersonallv I could never do that... eve 

n 

though countless ancestors of mine have 

chosen fand or were forced and or 

o 

goaded or threatened that... or...l to d 

that. i.e. cross over to the Other Side. 

| 

her 

throughout the centuries, throughout 

the millennia... fand it can't be anv otl 

wav...1...Hand I'm obviouslv not iust 


piking about The Malienant 

fOvarian and Full Bodvl 

Cancerous Parasitic Flea 

Vulture. TheMalienant 


fOvarian and Full Bodvl 

CancerousParasitic Flea- 

Vulture (of Monev as the 


Root of all EVIL) Sits within 






















the Protestant and Catholic 

and Secular-Atheist Bodv 

1 

Overall fas it has come to 

be over Centuries of 


"Evolution and 

Development") - IT has 


even contaminated the 

larger nart - if not nearlv 


all - of what remains of th 

ie 

more Western Side of the 

as 

Orthodox Church... and h; 

nrobablv made inroads 

ie 

.|k| 

into the Eastern Side of tl 

Orthodox Church too...]] 

R 

- AT THE END OF THE DAY. WHATEVE 

SCIENCE IS RE: POLITICS. AND 


WHATEVER SCIENCE MIGHT SAY. THE 
































GREAT AND OTHER POWERS WILL DO 

)R 

WHAT THEY WILL DO. AND THEY ARE 

NOT GOING TO ASK ANY PROFESSOR - 

NO MATTER HOW GOOD AND SUPERIC 

COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE ARRAY OF 

fUNITENURED MICKEY AND MINNIE AND 

OTHER MICE - OR ANYONE ELSE.... land 

we also know bv now fhavins studied all 

of P.K.'s core texts carefullv and none of 

mv Literary Persona ramblinssl. that i 

it 

is in the Nature of the Devil fSatanl to 

/er 

Cover All Positions and Remain in Pou 

- until The MEN come alons to Slav that 

Devil f Death to Satan] 1 and Set Un their 

New Dominant SATAN - if Nuclear 


Conflagration doesn't take all humans 


out first...)... 



[[If this comment found online applies at 
least in part: 

"I regret ordering this book and even more regret wasting my time reading it. 
The entire first third of the book is devoted to an attempt to resurrect and re¬ 
define the word "liberal", to mean whatever it is that ??????????? wants it to 
mean. He clearly wants to ignore the fact that leftists and academics destroyed 
the classical meaning of the term fifty years ago. He wants to resurrect the 
19th century definition of the term where it is useful to him, while at the same 
time declaring that Progressive Leftist Liberalism has "won'. Well, maybe it 
has, in the faculty lounge. 


It seemed as though "liberal" or "liberalism" constituted the majority of the 






















words in the book. If he meant to have a point he failed. The book is a waste of 
the reader's time. It's pure academic mental masturbation without a real point 
other than stating the obvious and attempting to re-define language to his 
own political ends. It just does not work outside of the faculty lounge." 

it's interesting, because if such an 
attempt is made re: the concept of 
"liberalism", to me - my first guess 
would be - there is a real underlying 
(deep) concern about where the society 
and polity of the USA is heading. We 
know though from P.K.'s thought and his 
Weberian ideal-typical macro-historical 
schema (societas civilis (feudalism) - 
oligarchic bourgeois liberalism* - mass 
democracy), that notwithstanding the 
ideological and polemical (multi- 
definitional) continuation of the concept 
of "liberalism", the reality "on the 
ground" is that not only is oligarchic 
bourgeois liberalism very far behind us, 
Western mass democracy itself is 
around 60 to 100 years old, and is 
entering into an age when it appears to 
be in a deepening on-going crisis - 
particularly if Further Severe Blows Fall 
Upon the West from Further Out-of- 



Control Ape-Anomie Invasions to 
Geopolitical "BIG FUCK-YOIT ' s"!" either 
from Russia and or China and or ??? - if 
they come about - because they may not. 
And the real Tragedy for what remains 
of the Dying West now is that whatever 
is attempted - whether race-based- 
ideological and or more dictatorial- 
ideological and or more Retard- 
"liberationist"-ideological measures (all 
measures must be ideological - there is 
no other way to "move the people") - it is 
probably not going to go very well, to say 
the least... anyway, Time and Reality will 
Tell - and that's the only Way our 
knowledge of future things can be... (* 
oligarchic bourgeois liberalism in 
practice in the main was both (ethno- 
racial-)nationalistic and imperialistic, 
notwithstanding the free-trade-ending- 
wars-etc.-Utopian overarching notion of 
liberalism, and the degree of 
cosmopolitanism inherent in the 
bourgeois ideal of education, etc.. Hence, 









the more "illiberal" "right-wing" 
classical conservatives did not 
exclusively use notions of "blood-and- 
soil nativism" and "collectivism", they 
just placed a greater emphasis on them 
and wanted to slam the brakes - as much 
as possible - on Change and "Progress" 
and "cosmopolitan individualism" "gone 
too far". I'd say that those hoping for a 
Revival of a kind of "Conservative 
Revolution" today, will probably find - 
notwithstanding any minor ad hoc 
successes - that the Historical Tide has 
well and truly turned in favour of the 
APE as ANOMIE. White Man is DEAD and 


SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY MAN (even if 
he doesn't realise it) is DEAD TOO (even 
if both battle on (in modified and 
modifying, increasingly de-racinated 
and or mongrelised-heterogenised 

forms) say for another century or even 
longer...))] 1 <■* .he w, y . ,or anyone W h . , s or 


Protestant-Anglo(-Irish/Catholic) origin and can't deal 
with P.K.'s Hellenic-Teutonic High Theory or my 
Orthodox-Peasant "Blood and Soil" Tribal-Fanatical 



Verbal Aggressivity, I highly recommend articles and 
books by Robert W. Merry as a good way of easing 
yourself into the mode of trying to think "scientifically 
and objectively" about History and Society). 

LOVE THIS QUOTE (THINK ABOUT IT!1: 

"Religion [[and or Ideology]] is regarded 
by the common people as true, by the 
wise as false [[i.e. (scientifically seen) as 
Bullshit]], and by rulers as useful [[i.e. 
absolutely necessary and unavoidable - 
one way or another]]." (Seneca) 


t ONE MORE TIME -. EVEN IF P.K.'s THOUGHT IN ITS MAIN ASPECTS WAS PRESENTED TO LEARNED SOCIET Y IN| 
■the YEAR 799 OF OUR REALM AND EMPIRE OR COSMOS, IF IT WEREN'T TEXTUALLY SUFFICIENTLY^® 

[disguised, it would not only be discarded, but its authors or conveyors in the BEST OF C ASES,! 

■would BE LOOKING AT THE REST OF THEIR LIVES IN EXILE - SO CIRCULATION MUST BE KEPT TO A^® 
■MINIMUM - WHETHER SATAN RULES AS IN THE CASE OF TODAY, OR WHETHER GOD RULES AS IN THE CASE! 
[OF 799; THERE IS NO OTHER C HOICE (AND IF THE APE EVER RULES - WELL TH EN, THERE'LL BE NO NEED FOr| 
j^^BU^UI^^^BJ^ULETTERS AND LEARNING WHATSOEVER, EVER!).B®®®IMHHBBHM 


It is very interesting that in all his 
written work, P.K. is - apart from being 
absolutely as precise as possible - always 
polite and a Gentleman to a fault, and 
only once in about five or six thousand 
pages referred to a human in general 
(and not a specific person) - on 
completely justifiable grounds and not 
flippantly - as "an idiot". In fact, in a very 
unfortunate exchange in a "leading" 









Greek newspaper (which once upon a 
time used to contain some interesting 
material), with an experienced but 
FULLY RETARDED JOURNALIST- 
IDEOLOGUE and mouthpiece of (Zio- 
)American / Germano-Franco 
propaganda - which personally I think 
was P.K.'s "lowest point" and he should 
not have engaged at all with that 
particular Cretin who is now dead like 
P.K., 6 0eo<; va r ovq avYX M P^ a U - P-K. 
emphasised that name-calling and 
inappropriate language were not part of 
a serious discussion of ideas. And that is 
absolutely correct. Personally, though, I 
have no patience to discuss anything 
with anyone, because I have too much to 
do before I die (there's never enough 
time) - which is all pointless anyway"s" 
HAHAHAHAHA!!!, and hence, it's much 
easier just to swear at everyone... so, as I 
say again and again, forget me, READ, 
STUDY and LEARN from P.K.'s texts... if 


you want to... and if you don't, good for 
you! 


1998 : 



Prologue to the Greek edition.pdf 

Size : 156.099 Kb 
Type : pdf 


1994 : 

>- 


1. Marxism, communism and the history of the 20th century.pdf 

Size : 277.907 Kb 
Type : pdf 


SCROLL DOWN TO NEXT PDF WHEN AVAILABLE... - AND DON'T WASTE YOUR TIME READING MY 
COMMENTARY OR ENDNOTES. STUDY P.K.'S WORDS AND TEXTS AGAIN AND AGAIN. THE MORE YOU STUDY 

HIM, THE MORE YOU LEARN! 


"... Were things so, Marxism and communism would 
have constituted at most crises of adaptation, or even 
mere blemishes and slip-ups on the regal path of 
Western liberalism - and re-issues/new editions of 
"oriental despotism" in lands and countries, which at 
any rate, had no stake and decisive participation in 
the Western modern era. On the other hand, my thesis 
reads that the West in the course of the 20th century 
has gone through a far-reaching, deep, profound social 
and intellectual(-spiritual) change, in relation to 
which oligarchic and hierarchical bourgeois 
liberalism was replaced by mass-democratic relations; 
that this change was interwoven with a number of 
paths and roundabout ways along with a just as 
drastic re-shaping and metamorphosis of the 
planetary landscape, which reached an until then 




unimaginable degree of social and political density; 
and that Marxism and communism were originally 
and constantly (i.e. from the beginning and always) 
inherent and deeply rooted in this double-sided (as to 
bourgeois liberalism becoming mass democracy, and, 
the drastic re-shaping and densification of the 
planetary landscape), yet united process; Marxism 
and communism aided, supported and promoted this 
process, and did not depart the stage or abdicate 
before - stated in terms of Hegel - their “historical 
truth" came to light and were realised objectively (i.e. 
irrespective of the subjective wishes and expectations 
of the “historical truth's" proponents): in other words, 
they do not constitute a, in the meanwhile, tumour 
successfully surgically removed from history's body, 
but an integral part of a phase of world history that 
has already come to its end, which now stands before 
its mainly planetary epoch." 


[[This is ULTIMATE in IDEAL-TYPICAL HISTORICAL SOCIOLOGY!!!]] 

"Thus, around 1900 a thorough, sweeping paradigm 
shift at the level of intellectual (-spiritual) production 
took place (from the natural-scientific world image, 
across philosophy and sociology, up to literature and 
the visual arts), which almost simultaneously 
unhinged and blew to smithereens all forms of 
bourgeois culture as they had been formed since the 
Renaissance. From within this comprehensive, multi¬ 
dimensional polemic, a thought figure came into 
being, which through and by giving absolute priority 
and precedence in respect of the functional point of 


view vis-a-vis the substantialistic or substance/ 
essence-based point of view, the atomisation of all 
entireties and totalities, and the arbitrary 
combinability of everything with everything, 
corresponded with the picture, image and the reality 
of an extremely mobile mass society, in which goods, 
social positions and values are constantly exchanged. 
This ideational and social paradigm shift has hitherto 
in its complete significance, implications and reality 
(yet it does not simply point beyond bourgeois 
liberalism, but beyond the European New Times as a 
whole) hardly become known (i.e. is hardly a part of 
people's consciousness and awareness), because the 
educated (and cultured, cultivated) portions of the 
population still draw on many elements of bourgeois 
culture, and frequently perceive the anti-bourgeois 
only against the backdrop of the bourgeois." 


[[For as long as "I shop, I consume, therefore I am" applies...]] 

"If we look at and survey history in its entirety, the modern conviction that 
it is neither willed by God, nor natural, that some have, whilst others have 
little or nothing, has become and constitutes one of the greatest upheavals 
in the “realm of ideas” - and its consequences will perhaps be 
unforeseeable if such a conviction is militantly projected and represented 
by 5, 8 or 10 billion people. Our contemporary “neoliberals” are kidding 
themselves in their assumption that extensive, far-reaching privatisation of 
the economy could bring about and effect a corresponding privatisation of 
expectations, a making do with what one has got as a result of insight into 
individual incapacity and into economic logic (on on account of the 
ascertainment that certain people lack the personal credentials and 
capabilities in order to enrich themselves, and on account of conforming 
with economic logic). Irrespective of the essential and substantial 
contribution of the state to the flourishing of the private economy in the 
West, this private economy draws its legitimation from the certainty (or 


feeling) that it is the best means for the achieving of general prosperity and 
of a surplus which allows considerable, noteworthy redistributions and the 
blunting, diminution of the crassest material inequalities. Should such a 
private economy not have been able to fulfil any longer such mass- 
democratic expectations, then it and the “system” would be plunged into a 
crisis of legitimation. So the performance of the private economy does not 
constitute - in other words - a private issue, but a public and highly 
political matter of concern - and it became that under the pressure of the 
anti-liberal demand for the material interpretation of the equality 
principle." 


[[This is out of context here, but it's absolutely hilarious, as it applies to all eras 
of significant shifts in the wielding of forms of political power... 
HAHAHAHAHAHAHA!! ill 

"In all these cases whose internal 
interrelation cannot escape or remain 
hidden to the attentive observer, it is seen 
how the utopian plan via its social-critical 
dimension becomes the instrument of 
concrete politics, that is, of power politics, 
which brings forth shifts and displacements 
in social stratification and not least of all in 
the positions of power of the elites". 


[[The West may have "won" the world, but it also set itself up to be eaten from within not 
only by its ideas, but by real world events. Simply put: your conquering racism - a 
BOOMERANG ON YOU!!! And the parasitical FLEA was there, GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY, at every step of the way - not substantially causally, but as a 
parasite and vulture to nudge, push, and steer things so that it can remain with and 
accumulate more GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE crystal(lisation)s of forms of power, 
always picking and eating from the carcasses of the European and Asian and African and 
American masses. SO even if you swat the disgusting creature, it's too late. Han Man and 
Ape Man are on their Way... (but any sensible remaining World Leaders will try to have 



things find a kind of Equilibrium where all peoples can survive, and the VULTURE-FLEA 
will then have to at least take a few steps back...)...]] 

"In actual fact, the national endeavours 
and efforts of Russia (or of the erstwhile 
Soviet Union) at achieving world power 
were tightly connected with processes which 
changed the world map, and had as a 
consequence an unprecedented condensing 
of planetary politics. One is today easily 
inclined to forget the powerful influence 
that the October Revolution exerted on the 
colonised peoples of Asia and Africa. Its 
contribution to the collapse of the colonial 
system existed not only in respect of 
political and military support, which it 
offered to the anti-colonial movements and 
to the corresponding elites, but it stretched 
to the ideologically and psychologically 
crucial field of the legitimation of the 
philosophy of history. The proletarian 
peoples were supposed to, at a planetary 
level through their struggle against the 
colonial masters and rulers (i.e. colonisers), 
accompany or even anticipate the 
revolution of the proletarians in the 
developed capitalistic countries. The 


Stalinistic five-stage schema of historical 
development [[from primitive communism 
to slavery to feudalism to capitalism to 
(socialism/)communism (whether 
European, or Asiatic, or African 
civilisation)]] allowed and provided for the 
social convergence of all nations shortly 
before the completion (and consummation) 
of history, so that now historical praxis 
could refute and prove wrong the 
humiliating racist 
teachings." 


[[Continue with your Mix Everything with Everything "Diversity is our Strength" and "one 
world, homo-globo" mumbo jumbo, and you, and the rest of us (i.e. descendants, if any), 
shall reap what you sow - lobotomised nutters!!! You are just making everything easier for 
someone to conquer you from the outside (and then within) - be it in 50 years or 500 (but it 
probably won't be the latter), Retarded Morons!!!]] 

"Violence, however, always arrives on the 
scene where the distance between the 
present and the striven after state of affairs 
appears to be so great that only by way of 
the cutting of the Gordian knot can the said 
distance be bridged; in other words, not 
merely utopian projects and undertakings 
beget violence, i.e. such which aim at the 


establishment and achievement of a perfect 
society, but all large-scale, grandiose 
ventures and undertakings which stand 
before considerable real obstacles and 
countervailing forces, and that is why such 
non-utopian but nonetheless grandiose and 
large-scale undertakings can be 
unrealisable from the very beginning." 


[[Fair is fair, and notwithstanding that the Bolshevik and Soviet leadership consisted 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY of people from a particular group who might 
have harboured some or a lot of (religious) hatred for ordinary Orthodox Russians, the 
fact remains that it was under Stalin's nationalistic "socialism in one country", and not 
Trotsky's "permanent world revolution" that Russia as the Soviet Union defeated 
Germany, at it could only prepare for such a victory on the basis of the violent 
transformation of society. Again, causality and GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
involvement and participation can be parallel and complimentary phenomena, but they 
are by no means necessarily identical - causality and causation are multi-factoral and 
often (very) complex sets of interactions and interrelations.]] 

”... it can be proven that the most excruciating and 
harrowing paroxysms of communistic violence can be 
traced back to reasons of realpolitik. Violent 
collectivisation and forced industrialisation in the Soviet 
Union were set in motion in the justified expectation of a 
great war, in which that internationally isolated giant land 
would have to suffer once again the bitter fate of 1853, 
1904 and 1917/18 - and perhaps even worse -, had it sat 
and waited for the long, calm, tranquil development of the 
economy and society. Only the five-year plans put the 
Soviet Union in the position of setting and lining up on 
time a modern technicised (i.e. technologically advanced) 
army of an industrial power, and of winning the arms race 



and the war against Germany. Because of that, the course 
of world history in the 20th century was literally changed. 
This, one may not want to see and admit out of anti- 
communistic pathos, however, the taboo of this 
ascertainment is ideology and propaganda, not historical 
science. The Stalinist Soviet Union, not liberal France or 
parliamentary England, defeated national socialism. And 
the preconditions for the successful military intervention 
of the United States in Western Europe were created in 
Stalingrad.” 


[[This passage (and the before and after - see PDF of full text) indicates that what has 
become known as “cultural Marxism” is not really Marxism at all, but a reflection of 
(aspects of) Western mass-democratic ideology and praxis]] 

”... The “alienation (and estrangement)” theorems 
achieved in the cultural-revolutionary 1960s and 1970s 
broad popularity, because they were understood in the 
light of a catchword, which in view of the hedonistic basic 
orientation of mass producing and mass consuming, anti¬ 
authoritarian and permissive/tolerant mass democracy 
came to be a key function: what we mean of course is the 
absolutely electrifying catchword of individual “self- 
realisation”. ...” 


[[Marx's greatness - and a lesson in how one's teenage understanding of Marx did not 
even come close to understanding Marx's surplus value:]] 

’’Never, do I believe, were certain basic positions of the 
Marxian way of looking at history so true and so topical as 
in the planetary history precisely starting now, and indeed 
the views that the level and character of the relation 
between natural being or creature, man, and, the rest of 
nature, have a decisive effect and impact on the 



constitution, composition and texture of the forms of 
socialisation; that human relations, which are crystallised 
in these forms of socialisation, are apprehended and 
strengthened, consolidated or modified on the part of 
actors through ideologies, that is, they are reflected and 
echoed in(side) a “false consciousness”, which satisfies 
normative and at the same time polemical needs; that the 
discrepancy between false consciousness and real 
processes do not bring historical becoming to a standstill, 
but really drives historical becoming forward, and that the 
heterogony of ends represents or constitutes the natural 
mechanism for the unwinding or development of processes 
of «longue duree». Undogmatically interpreted, these 
theses apply regardless of sociological preferences as to the 
priority of this or that material and ideational factors, and 
they can be connected or linked in a fertile manner to 
methodical (i.e. methodological), anthropological and 
social-theoretical approaches, which more or less differ 
from the corresponding Marxian approaches. Precisely 
this, however, demonstrates that Marx’s scientific work, 
even if one wants to apprehend it as a mere inventory of 
basic questions or fundamental problems, belongs to the 
fixed stock of modern social science. No modern thinker 
has so deeply and so graphically shown like Marx that 
history, economy, politics, philosophy and anthropology 
basically constitute only one science - irrespective of 
under which signs or symbolism Marx himself wanted to 
effect the great unification of all of the aforesaid sub¬ 
disciplines. If the mass of the contended and unperceptive 
“specialists”, who populate and flood the mass-democratic 
scene of knowledge, can no longer stand at the height of 
this achievement, and either mock and deride this same 
achievement, or can emulate it only through anemic 



constructs cobbled together from second or third-hand 
materials, then this is not the fault of that great thinker.” 


READ THE LONG CONCLUDING 

PARAGRAPH OF THE ARTICLE 

(published in 1994!!!) VERY. VERY 
CAREFULLY. UNLESS YOUDO WHAT 

HAS BEEN INDICATED OR 
IMPLIED (not by PJL or me, but by a 

literary persona "Madman ") OR WHAT 

OTHERS HAVE INDICATED OR SAID 

THAT YOU SHOULD DO (linked on and or 

referred to within this site), IF YOU WANT 

TO SURVIVEAS SOME KIND OF WEST , 

YOU ARE ABSOLUTELY FUCKED!!! 

GONE!!! DEAD!!! FINITOU! KAPUT!!! 

WE DIED IN 1204 AND STILL HAD 

ANOTHER 800 YEARS OF A KIND OF 

AFTER DEATH AFTER PARTY!!! IF AND 

WHEN YOU DIE BY 2100 OR 2200 , YOU 

WILL BE TOTALLY AND ABSOLUTELY 

DEAD WITH NO AFTER-PARTY, STUPID, 

RETARDED , DU MB-FUCK ANIMALS!!! 

AND ONE OTHER THING - YOU 























WESTERNERS IN EUROPE HAVE 

GROSSLY UNDERESTIMATED THE 

MOHAMMENDAN. WE HAD THE 
MOHAMMEDAN ATTACKING US FROM 

THE VERY BEGINNING. I.E. THE 7TH 

CENTURY A.D. AND HE FINISHED US 

OFF IN TURKIC FORM (1453) AFTER 

YOU KO'D US AND EFFECTIVELY 
KILLED US FIRST (1204). YOU HAVE NO 

FUCKING IDEA WHAT POWER THE 

MOHAMMEDAN IS CAPABLE OF 

UNLEASHING. HE MIGHT SEEM 

DISORGANISED AND A TOOL NOW . 

AND THAT'S HOW HE MIGHT BE MOST 

OR MORE THAN MOST OF THE TIME , 

BUT IF HE GETS HIS SHIT TOGETHER - 

HE WON'T NEED MUCH TIME TO DO 

HUGE. IRREPARABLE DAMAGE (before 

he starts fighting mostly with himself again!) 

- BELIEVE YOU ME. DUMB FUCKING 

RETARDS!!! YOU DUMPED HISTORY 

AND YOU DUMPED KNOWLEDGE OF 

HUMANS AND YCW BECAME 
" SOPHISTICATED . COSMOPOLITAN. 

NUANCED. HEDONISTIC . DRUG- 



























FUCKED, ULTRA-RETARDED, SUPER- 

LOBOTOMISED, HOMO-GLOBO . 
FEMINO-FAGGOTS” - AND NOW (I.E. 

WITHIN A CENTURY OR SO) YOU WILL 

PAY. AND PAY - HISTORY SAYS - YOU 

must! a a a a a! a a a a a a a a a a! 

(and also I remind you again ofjhat "final 

words " article by Mr. Zbig 
(h ttps://www. the-american- 
interestcom/2016/04/17/toward-a- 

alobal-realianment/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true) - read between the lines; 

he does his nro-USA arrosant/ hubristic 

routine^ he doesn't admit expressly he 
fucked-uo re: Russia (though ...) - what else. 

would you expect? - but deep down he is 
saying that things are spinning, out of_control 

and sensible compromise and co-operation 

are absolutely sine qua non - and funnily 

enough , some ofjhe implied themes were 

broached by P.K. both in Theory of War 

(1988) and Planetary Politics... (1992) - 28 

and 24 Years before Zbigie ['grew a brain ", at 

the END!!!) 



























(Here's a fairly good short article (there are 
always assertions and implications to be 
questioned etc., of course), referring to 
"The Grand Chessboard" - which whatever 
the merits of Mr. Zbig's analyses, and there 
are some (and of course the same applies to 
our very cultured, sophisticated, extremely 
erudite and highly nuanced friends at 
???????R), it ends up being (or at least it 
seems to end up being, because "History 
Never Ends Until the Fat Lady Sings, and 
after She Sings, History still Continues" - 
HAHAHAHAHAHA!!!), a massive exercise 
in Delusions of Grandeur, i.e. Russia will 
always be "under our thumb", that Persia 
will come "under our thumb", and that the 
sub-context of "production can be shifted to 
China, "no problemo"", whilst we control a 
"human rights, casino capitalistic global 
village with GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE input at all sorts 
of Big Money and other levels of the Elite 
by YOU KNOW WHO!" incl. by backing 
and strengthening Mohammedans in the 
Balkans and Flooding the rest of Europe 




with Totally Incompatible Mohammedans, 
etc., etc., etc.. I suppose that in terms of 
human affairs, "everything is possible", but 
at some point Realism in view of Reality has 
to kick in and hence our now deceased but 
never forgotten Polak friend (I know Poles 
generally hate the Orthodox, I understand 
why they do, I don't want to hate them, but 
at the end of the day, I am what my 
grandparents were, and say to everyone else 
opposed to me "FUCK YOU!!!", as those 
opposed to me of course say the same to me 
- and the strongest wins... and that's the 
way human affairs operate - 
notwithstanding all the levels of co¬ 
operation and non-violent conflict...)... 
Anyway, all I can say about this article is 
"Good Boy!" (because I've read other stuff 
by the writer that verged on the point of 
Silliness) and this is further proof that the 
former "Greece" probably has no or next 
to no Future, but at least at the end we had 
a number of very good to excellent analysts 
and thinkers - apart from P.K.! (not much 
of a consolation prize, in view of our 3,500 



to 4,000 year-long history and our Highs, 
which are undoubtedly at the Peak of 
Human achievement)... and of course what 
we really need in order to have a Future is a 
few million fully racially and culturally 
Hellenic-Roman babies with Hellenic- 
Roman mothers and fathers in fully 
patriarchal families who will REPULSE - 
and ifjieed be (and never without very good 
reason), KILL and SLAUGHTER - THE 
INVADER etc., as well as fully extended 
families, compadres (male and female), and 
regular church-going and high levels of 
productivity, etc. -1 can dream as much as 
I want... Dreams are Easy and Free!!!: 
https: //slpress.gr/diethni/i-skakiera- 

tis-evrasias-kai-i-kinisi-mat-rosias-iran- 

stin-kaspia/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 

A NOTE OF CAUTION: NO SIDE SHOULD EVER 
CELEBRATE "VICTORIES'' AND "TRIUMPHS" 
MORE THAN WHAT MODESTY ALLOWS BECAUSE 
HUMAN AFFAIRS ARE BOTH POTENTIALLY AT 
LEAST AT TIMES REVERSIBLE AND OR (MORE 
THAN) CAPABLE OF BEING CHANNELED INTO 
DIRECTIONS NEVER PREVIOUSLY IMAGINED - 
NOT TO MENTION THE BOOMERANG... SO YOU 











SEE, OUR ABORIGINAL FRIENDS, WHO FROM THE 
POINT OF VIEW OF WRITTEN HIGH CULTURE ARE 
WHAT THEY ARE (I'M NOT GOING TO BE 
EXPRESSLY RUDE), NEVERTHELESS, AS HUMANS, 
SHARE IN THE BASIC CHARACTERISTICS OF 
HUMANS, AND APART FROM POINTING THE BONE 
THERE IS ALSO THE BOOMERANG - AND 
PROBABLY A LOT OF OTHER STUFF - WHICH, 
WHEN ANALYSED, GO TO SOME OF THE 
FUNDAMENTALS OF HUMAN EXISTENCE - AND 
MORE OF THOSE SHALL BE REVEALED IN CH. 4 
OF THE POLITICAL AND MAN , TO BE TRANSLATED, 
STARTING SOMETIME NEXT YEAR, BARRING ANY 
UNFORESEEABLE MISHAPS...). 

[Kai ui)x6 to ap0po rival riav KaraToiioriKo, a/./.a ;rp£7r£i va cr|p£iG)0fj ek pcpovc tov 
Kov§i)/.rioi) riv£i)p«Toc oti va 7rpo<7EyovpEV 6/dyov ri rac riappdcEu; rjpdiv, 5ioti 

«f)» yEoi^o/.iTiKi'i 5ev £qa(pa\T(70ii (va £7rav£p(pavic0fj p£Ta to te/.oc tov Tv/poi) 
IIo^Epov... ai c7/£(T£ic ic/iioc, 6 ava/ETiapoc 5i)vap£0)v Kai twv AvvapEtov, 5f| Kai f| 
y£(i>7ro/aTiKrj, rcavTa ixplcTavTai, dn/MC. rindE/ovTai bunpopETiKovc (Kai idEO/.oyiKovq) 
pavdvaq dno Kaipov eic Kaipov... a<pov e/ete ekei 7rpaypaTiKovc KaOpypTdc, oyi toiic 
cn)vr|0KTpEvoi)c yE/.oiovc, aav tov Ma^v Kai tov "HipaiaTov, oitivec avvEicupEpovv otov 
iaTOTo^ov, pojTi](7£TE Kai kootoiov ;rpiv... ririmiq Kai to To^oypatpiKo /.a0a.Ki: tt|v 
d^apyf|§ tov te/.odc... Kai ysviKtoq Kai ;rpociD7riK(»q 5ev pov apEOEi va pi/doi yia 
«0piapPovq»... Ta av0pa);riva rcpaypaTa sivai navTOTE psvaTa... k<xti ;rov avayvoipi^ETai 
oto T£7.oq tov ap0pov et(ti ki a>Jad><;... https://slpress.gr/diethni/to-xekleidoma-tis- 
kaspias-kai-to-fvsiko-aerio-tis-kentrikis-asias/?temp-new-window- 
replacement=true . Kai dmpa/.OK as Eva ^poaw^iKo «pf| in ayy rip utiko» Iototo^o 
e/o) to OiKaioipa va Kavw oca /.dOp rjp^opo) Kai 0rio! Aum evkoao psv to ririKpivEiv, 
dvaKori) 5 e spyov rcapayEiv...]] 
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[[THINK ABOUT THIS, ADVOCATES OF 
"ANTI-MARXIST/ANTI-COLLECTIVIST 
FREEDOM"!!! 

HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHA!!!!!!! (in 
other words, the vast majority of 
"intellectuals" and "commentators" just 
engage in shallow polemics without ever 
being able to properly understand, let 
alone analyse, what they are advocating, 
even after having written hundreds or 
thousands of pages!).]] 

"Intellectuals, who embrace and espouse 
human rights or tolerance as Western 
values, are thinking of and champion not 
merely a reality in the present, but also a 
future project, namely, the realisation of 
the Western social blueprint on a world 
scale. And since in their mind, already 
for polemical reasons, the contrast and 
opposition of “totalitarianism and 
freedom” dominates, thus they are not 
conscious of either the origin or 
provenance of their vision from a certain 
philosophy of history, or the 



relationship and pertinence of their 
beloved panhuman society with regard 
to universalistic utopias - and first of all 
with regard to the Marxist universalistic 
utopia, which originally was a variation 
of the liberal dream of the political- 
ethical unification of the world under 
the aegis of an open economy." 


[[Whilst this is hilarious, and says a lot 
about our many "intelligent and 
cosmopolitan, sophisticated and 
nuanced friends" who have enjoyed 
"wide circulation" both "high and low" 
over the last few decades, it also reveals 
to us a very tragic TRUTH. Not good, no, 
not good at all! (Published in 1995!)]] 

"However, since they (i.e. Western-thinking 
intellectuals) have learnt to confuse the anti-utopistic 
and the anti-communistic positioning with each other, 
they will thus not and cannot perceive and admit to 
the utopian components of the Western promise, 
which is now meant to be kept: six, eight or ten billion 
humans are supposed to consume per capita as much 
as the blissful and blessed in the advanced industrial 
countries, and can settle wherever they want. Because 


an ice-cold commercial sense or calculation, and a 
highly sensitive or tender consensual-communicative 
culture, will equally contribute, as is believed, to the 
abolition of borders and wars. Compared with such 
perspectives or prospects, the ideal states, i.e. utopias, 
of More and Bacon, but also in part the socialistic 
social representations and visions at the beginning of 
the 20th century, look like provincial Spartan work 
groups or communities." 


"Even at the risk of scandalising our ethicists, that is, 
the ideologues of our own society, one must ascertain 
that universalistic-human rights principles, which 
ascribe to all individuals as individuals equal 
autonomy and dignity, can only flourish in societies in 
which a highly differentiated division of labour 
atomises the collective (i.e. fragments and breaks up 
the totality into individuals), and mass production and 
mass consumption run at full speed. If these 
preconditions are lacking, then the free spaces must 
shrivel up, i.e. dwindle, in which individualistic self- 
realisation, tolerance, consensus unfold, develop and 
flower. Such principles or stances are in fact the 
concomitants of a secured prosperity and affluence, in 
which for no individual is it existentially decisive what 
the person next to him believes or is up to." 

[[And don't miss P.K.'s reference to the 
"New Right" and "blood and soil"!]] 
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[[THIS IS THE PANDORA S BOX YOU OPENED, TOTALLY FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD 
"SOPHISTICATED, NUANCED, HEDONISTIC-CONSUMERIST-LIFESTYLE HOMO- 
GLOBO/GLOBO-HOMO COSMOPOLITANS"!!! CAN YOU EVEN BEGIN TO 
UNDERSTAND WHAT YOU HAVE DONE? THIS ALSO MEANS THAT THERE IS NO 
"NEED" PER SE FOR "RACIALLY PURE/HOMOGENOUS" STATES ETC., BUT STATES 
ARE "NEEDED" WHICH CAN SECURE RELATIVELY HIGH LEVELS OF SOCIAL 
COHESION AND SOCIAL ORDER!!!]] 

"Typically enough, the debate over 
globalisation revolves around processes 
and suggestions which concern the 
interweaving, intertwining of world 
industry and of world trade, as well as 
the condensation of the worldwide 
network of communication - the secret 
of a generally, i.e. on a world scale, 





acceptable distribution of resources, 
goods and wealth, nobody has hitherto 
let out and revealed. However, peace 
between political units and entities or 
humans in general is put in danger not 
so much on account of the mode of 
production and of communication, as on 
account of the terms and of the 
inequalities of distribution." 

[[There is also an absolutely compelling (brief) 
discussion of common goals, friendship and enmity 
which goes to the heart of human existence! DON'T 
MISS IT!]] 
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[[Ifyou find the opening paragraphs of this article 
annoying , wait till you read the reference to Belgium. 
You're probably not going to like it one bit!]] 



[[There is discussion on the economy 
(economic relations) and the causes of 
war. NOT TO BE MISSED!!!]] 

[[It seems that if China keeps developing economically, remains under 
tight Party control without significant civil unrest, and keeps 
"expanding" in terms of its worldwide economic dealings (and has 
Russia on its side); and the USA (with its allies) relative to China declines 
in Power, Reach (and perhaps also civil cohesion), there is 
definite potential at the very least for "interesting times" (or really 
horrific times ) in the following decades. To speak in terms of Clausewitz, 
if the "political communication" is ripe for war, and those engaged in 
politics on the main sides are not able to come to a mutually acceptable 
agreement: NOT GOOD, no, not good... ("Nutty" Prof. K. (a bit like 
a Kojeve on turbo steroids with all his "wild" categorisations and 
analyses - all very entertaining stuff, but very questionable as to science, 
to say the least!), j s still insisting on nuclear war by 

2030...)... but what would he know? All I can say, is that 
I DON'T know...]] 


[[This about sums it all up!]] 

"In Europe, in other words, until 1945. 

war was the illness of strength, and after 

1945 it fi.e. war between great European 

Powersl was impossible because the 
continent was stricken with the illness of 

weakness." 

j~|The rest of the article is ominous and 

chilling for White European Man ("Indo- 
European Man") to say the least... I'd say - 








taking a long-term view of History - it's 


OVER!!! 


(Industrialisation, Massification, Atomisation, 


Urbanisation, Secularisation, the World Wars, Feminism, "Anti-Racism", 
Consumerist Hedonism, Faggotism, Zio-American-lobotomised Retardism, 
the Great Asian and African (Mohammedan and Ape-Anomie) Invasions,... 
KILLED US, grosso modo). [[The Hyperbole of Today is (can be, might be) 
the Reality of Tomorrow]] [[Oedipus, then, symbolises the Tragic 
Everything of the End of Hellas and of the Rest of Us (YOU)]] 

The article (of 1997) does not directly mention or refer to the great 
(inter alia, Satanic Circus Monkey-promoted) invasions into Europe 
(other articles and passages do!), but if you're trying to unite Europe in 
order to Survive on the basis of injecting "new blood" just because the 
Satanic Circus Monkey says so, then the end result is going to be a 
Monster - much worse than Frankenstein - which not only will 
Cannibalise Europe from within, but which will also Cannibalise Satanic 
Circus Monkey people themselves. If your'e Stupid enough to let the 
Satanic Circus Monkey GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY rule and 
"guide" you, then you'll get what YOU deserve, and that is collective 
suicide, collective DEATH. The Satanic Circus Monkey though is SO 
RETARDED that it cannot see it is KILLING ITSELF too. WELL DONE 
RETARDS! WELL DONE BEAUTIFUL, SOPHISTICATED, NUANCED 
COSMOPOLITANS!!! MAKE SURE YOU DO NOT FORGET TO GIVE 
YOURSELVES A PRIZE!!! [[It's fair to say that too much studying of P.K. 
leads to a heavy pessimism, particularly if your Group, i.e. you, hails 
from historical Europe and you love your group and you can't accept the 
Massive Demographic and Cultural Break now Underway... So if you 
want to act politically, get out of P.K.'s universe of ideas after you've 
taken what you can and want to take, and go and do what you have to 
do... - no matter which Side you're on!!! And this Site won't tell you what 
to do. YOU FIGURE IT OUT!!! 



1996 : 



“Democracies do not wage war on one another”.pdf 

Size : 164.606 Kb 
Type : pdf 
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[[Here we go! See if you can understand the full implications of the following, incl. for the theory of 
knowledge: Mannheim, and, "Science, Power and Decision"...]] 

"Because on the one hand there are extreme conflicts, 
which came into 

being on common cultural ground - for instance civil wars 
on the other 

hand, the unease and discomfort as a result of the 
relativisation of one’s 

own values by foreign values turns into an existential 
threat and enmity 

only when that relativisation as a symbolic act 
is comprehended, in regard 

to which sooner or later real acts had to follow. No 
community lives in 

fact alone from values, and that is why none wants to die 
in war for values 

without any existential reference." 

P.K. 's discussion which 
follows on 



cultural differences, cultural 

conflicts and political 
collectives is 

an absolute MUST -1 don't 
have the 

words to explain 
how insightful it is. 

Study it for yourselves !! ! 
Included is 

a very telling reference to 
culture and 

race!!! 
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[[You'd all better brace yourselves for 
this one. The West is no more. We have 



entered a new era in world history and 
the insistence on the old political 
terminology, as well as all the mixing of 
old ideas with new ideas, and everything 
with everything, just add to the spiraling 
conceptual confusion. Personally, I've 
said it all along, the West - what has 
remained of it and as it is today - is 
"spinning out of control"... NOT GOOD. 
NO. NOT GOOD (as a subjective Matter of 
Taste proposition)... but Reality Stops 
NOT for anyone...]] 

[[Not only do the "white nationalists" 
have next to no chance, but the 
"cosmopolitan do-gooders" are going to 
be in for a very rude awakening...]] 

[[There's also a fascinating paragraph on 
the critique of culture which exposes 
this literary persona writing now and 
"talking to you" for what it is, even 
though it has never hidden what its 
fantasy has always been... 
HAHAHAHAHA!!!... as well as a reference 
to The Prussian General...]] 
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[[The scientific position is quite clear: a nation can be - at least in theory, but not 
infrequently also in practice - a collective (group) of people of very different origins and 
with considerably different beliefs, as well as a people more narrowly defined as to race 
and or religion, etc., etc., etc.,... THERE IS NO FORMULA. EVERY CASE IS DEPENDENT ON 
A SPECIFIC, CONCRETE SET OF CIRCUMSTANCES AND THE POLITICAL DECISION TO 
DEFINE A NATION AS A, B OR C. The question then for this Literary Persona and not 
(necessarily) in this article for P.K., is what is the "best model" for a particular nation in 
particular circumstances over the long run when we know that circumstances change... 
and of course there is also the issue of what one likes the look of, i.e. the aesthetic- 
cultural, subjective, matter of Taste judgement; and what historical cultural continuity 
there is, and whether one accepts an ESPECIALLY DISGUSTING - subjectively seen as a 
matter of Taste - MINORITY GROUP AT ELITE LEVEL GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY OCCUPYING POSITIONS OF FORMS OF POWER... whilst 
preaching "EQUALITY" and a whole range of the other ABSOLUTE INANITIES, i.e. 
BULLSHIT, inch the SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY HELL OF "OPEN BORDERS"... whilst - AS 
THE MANIFESTATION OF SATAN IT IS - SEALING IT'S OWN SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
COMPOUND... on the other hand, just because someone has "dreams of a future 
yesteryear", it does not at all mean that they and their thinking have any relevance to 
actual REALITY... Furthermore, nations historically have survived and even done well 
within a multi-national context, so neither is a nation-state sine qua non for the 
existence of a nation... every instance must be examined as to its specific, concrete 
characteristics... but neither are wars a product of nation-states; wars have always been 
in existence, inch for many millennia before the advent of the Westphalian and or 
modern national state... HOW RETARDED ARE RETARDS? VERY FUCKING 
RETARDED...]] 

[[MAKE SURE YOU STUDY CAREFULLY WHAT P.K. SAYS ABOUT THE RELATIONSHIP 
BETWEEN NATURE, RACE, A PEOPLE AND NATION!!!]] 

[HERE WE GO - ABSOLUTELY HILARIOUS STUFF - IT'S LIKE YOUR AVERAGE TOTALLY 
FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD DINGBAT CLAIMING THERE IS "RACISM", BUT "NO RACES"... 
HOW FUCKING RETARDED AND STUPID AND MORONIC AND IMBECILIC ARE "DO- 
GOODERS" WHO "JUST HAPPEN" TO GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY INCLUDE 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY PEOPLE?.... ON THE OTHER HAND, FOR A SOCIETY TO 
FUNCTION AT "ACCEPTABLE" LEVELS OF SOCIAL COHESION AND SOCIAL ORDER, 
THERE NEEDS TO BE SOME KIND OF A DOMINANT IDEOLOGY IN AIDING SOCIAL 
DISCIPLINING... SO... ANYWAY, TIME TO LAUGH!!! A- 




!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!]] 

"Although now the “Left” 
would like to neutralise or 
preferably rub out the 
obviously vital nationalisms, 
it busts its chops at the same 
time to prove that there are 
no pure nations at all, that is, 
blood, sweat and tears are 
shed for nothing, and the 
madness is perfect." 


[[If you think the above is hard-hitting, devastating for ideology - wait till you 
read this! The ULTIMATE IN CUTTING THE FUCKING BULLSHIT!!! Do 
you have a collective entity which can function as a "nation" successfully with 
regard to other nations, empires, and or states? That's all that matters in practical 
terms - the rest is rhetorical, verbal diarrhoea, as interesting though as it might 
be...]] 

"The politically burning question is 
whether concrete 
























collectives have the need and are disposed 
and ready - 

if necessary with the 
summoning and mobilisation 
of, in relation to such 
collectives, suitable 
mythologems -, 
t° be defined as a nation, and 
in the name of this nation to 
act, that is, to live and to die. 
If they do this, and in fact in 
the process cannot be put off 
by the question of truth, i.e. 
whilst being indifferent as to 
what is truth and what is a 
lie, then they obviously must 
have their - good or bad - 


reasons, and the only 
essential matter is 
whether they also in the 
future regard this construct 
as the better path for the 
protection of their interests. 
Should this be the case, then 
historical proof and counter¬ 
proof would be to no avail. ’' 


[[The rest of the article, particularly on the Decline and 
Fall of Europe is 

knock-out Stuff!!! And there is a punch-line KO reference 
to Adam Smith 

- AHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHA!!!]] 


[[I NOTE THAT SOME OF THE 
ENDNOTES HAVE GONE "TOTALLY 
OUT OF CONTROL-BALLISTIC", 


SO IGNORE THEM ; THEY WON'T DO 
YOU ANY GOOD, AND YOU 
PROBABLY WON'T LIKE THEM. THEY 
ARE THERE TO HELP ENSURE THAT 
ANYONE WHO READS THEM WILL 
THINK THE TRANSLATOR IS A 
PSYCHO, AND P.K. MUST HAVE BEEN 
ONE TOO, SO THEN WE CAN KEEP 
READERSHIP TO THE ABSOLUTE 

MINIMUM BECAUSE WE ARE NOT IN 
THE LEAST INTERESTED IN "SALES" 
AND "FAME" AND "BEING NICE", 

AND LOTS OF (MORE AND MORE AND 
MORE) "MONEY" AND "GOOD 
TIMES", AND "HAPPY DAYS", ETC.. 
THESE ARE PHENOMENA - WHEN 
OVERDONE - WHICH ARE 
COMMENSURATE WITH 
A FUNDAMENTALLY SICK SOCIETY 
WITH NO LONG-TERM FUTURE SEEN 
MACRO-HISTORICALLY, WHICH 
ALSO TENDS TO MONETISE 
EVERYTHING. WELL, IF YOU'RE ONE 
OF THOSE WHO THINK ALL IS 
BASICALLY OK IN TODAY'S 





WESTERN MASS DEMOCRACIES, YOU 
CAN F**K OFF - unless you are interested 
in matters of Science, of course (because 
Science as we know, has no opinion 
whatsoever as to whether any society is 
"good or bad" even Pol Pot's or Amin's, 
Hitler's or Stalin's, FDR's or Mao's, etc.), 
YOU'RE NOT WELCOME HERE, AND 
WE DON'T WANT TO CONVINCE 
ANYONE OF ANYTHING, ANYWAY. 
AND ANYHOW!]] 
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[[This article is EPIC STUFF . I'll try and not provide any endnotes [[I FAILED, 
BUT I KEPT THEM TO A MINIMUM, AT LEAST!]]. Let's keep this one as clean 
and pure as possible! (There's some repetition because e.g. this article was 
published in a scholarly journal, which has in recent years also become a 
webzine [Tumult], whereas other articles were published in newspapers, 
mostly the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung ( FAZ )).]] 

[ [A REMINDER: BECAUSE THE ARTICLE 
(LIKE ALL OTHERS) INCLUDES 
ALTERNATIVE PHRASING, SINCE THE 













TRANSLATION IS BASED ON BOTH P.K/S 
GERMAN AND GREEK TEXTS - YOU NEED 
TO TAKE YOUR TIME, AND RE-READ 
SENTENCES TO FOLLOW THE TRAIN OF 
THOUGHT. IT IS NOT EASY-GOING 
READING, SO IF YOU DON'T HAVE THE 
TIME, DON'T START!!! THOSE THOUGH 
WHO GO ON THE JOURNEY, WILL BE 
RICHLY REWARDED - THAT IS 
CERTAIN.]] 

[[European prosperity c. 1950 to c. 1990(continuing to 2000/2010) appears 
to be a unique historical event contingent significantly on the stand off of two 
inimical Super Powers, and has absolutely nothing to do with "learning-the- 
lessons-of-yesterday" morality and other such childish claptrap. Taking a long 
century-by-century view - and P.K. would never have said this, it seems to me 
that notwithstanding the mass prosperity in the West for the last 30 to 60 
years depending on the country, we have been living in the Age of Satan (i.e. a 
money-driven hedonistic society of Zio-Lobotomy) and that c. 2050 or at some 
point this century we shall "officially" enter the Age of the Ape (when 
planetary order breaks down to such a degree that whole areas of the Globe 
will be at the Behest of the Rampaging Ape Hordes). Of course, that could very 
well be a sign of very loony thinking, to which I'm obviously prone... and it - 
also obviously - has absolutely nothing to do with Science.]] 

[[Very insightful discussion of the possible EU strategic blunder pertaining to 
quantity rather than quality... It seems to me there is a theoretical possibility - 
not something open in practice - that it would have been ideal for Europe to 
maximise its relative power independent of the USA with a union limited just 
to e.g. Germany, France, Italy, Holland, Belgium and perhaps a few more 
countries, without the involvement of the UK at all. And if such a union (incl. 
as to governmental and military unification) were sought and accomplished, 
perhaps by now, 2018, that European Union in co-operation with both the 
USA-UK and Russia(, India and Japan), and without the Iraq, Libya, Syria, etc. 
interventions led by you know who, would have formed a "nice" 
counterweight to China, and there would have been a much more smooth 





















balancing, even equilibrium of sorts, going forward into the 21st century, 
whereas the present-day possibility of China going "aggro" could have been 
avoided totally. But that's just a scenario on paper - and P.K. does not refer to 
it (expressly or in detail). I do.]] 

[[Brief, but incisive, reference is made, inter alia, to the undermining of 
national cultures by planetary forces (what the fuck does that mean? A- 
HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHA!!!), "cosmopolitanism", privately owned 
television and "mature citizens" (= Boomers? HAHAHAHAHAHA!!!), borders, 
state sovereignty, globalisation and the pressure on Europe.]] 
[[HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHA!!!!! Obviously we can now add the 
Internet to "Commercial Television"...]] [[And is the not necessarily superior 
public spirit etc., as it relates to "commercial television" just another way - the 
scientific way - of saying the admittedly very CRUDE and OVERLY- 
EXAGGERATED, OVER-THE-TOP "Zio-Lobotomy"? I don't know, YOUfigure it 
out!!! Perhaps "Zio-Protesto-Lobotomy" is closer to the Truth?... HAHA!!!]] 

"The nation-state’s foes share for 

the most part all of the 
diagnoses and prognoses 
above - only that 
they welcome the result. In 
the putting aside of the 
factor “nation”, these foes of 
the nation-state (and therein 
the cosmopolitan “Left” 
enters into an only seemingly 
paradoxical alliance with 




multi-national concerns) 
behold - and they also 
regard this putting aside of 
the factor “nation” as - a 
pleasing step for the 
weakening or abolition of 
traditional statehood in 
general, towards the 
development of a post¬ 
national or trans-national 
consciousness of autonomous 
citizens as the new ideational 
base or foundation of 
political activity etc. 
etc.. Now, the “mature 
citizen’s” consciousness 


draws, as a rule, its 
intellectual-mental-spiritual 
nourishment from 


commercial televisionrather 


than from the refined 
offering or sophisticated 
proposals of political 
ideologues such as 
“communitarians” or 
“liberals”, so that the 
dwindling or disappearance 
of nationalistic fanaticisms 
does not necessarily benefit a 
superior public spirit and 
sense of citizenship." 


[[There's a clear statement from the American point of view that Russia is capable 
of expansionism and needs balancing - for those of you who might think - 
absolutely erroneously - that P.K.'s value nihilism is really camouflaging pro- 






Russian sympathies... when in fact it simply seeks to describe Relations of Power, 
and some future possibilities (but not as specific events), and nothing else...]] 
[[There's a reference to "discreet influence", and, "forces and lobbies inside of the 
United States who would not be indifferent" to a possible theoretical 
rapprochement of France, Great Britain and Russia if the USA allowed itself to 
draw too close to Germany - 

HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHA!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!]] 

[[SO REALLY when you think about it seriously, what the ZIO-NUTJOBS 
(whether Zio-Psycho-Neo-Troskto-WorldRevolution-WorldConquest-Con-Jobs or 
Zio-HillaroObamo-Dem-Tards (and I know Obama was somewhat sensible over 
Iran, and Mearsheimer (sort of) praised (?) him for that, but have you heard what 
Obongo has said recently about abolishing nation-states? Sorry but that is FULL- 
FRONTAL-LOBE ZIO-LOBOTOMY INSANITY STUFF - and you can call me a 
Super Ugly Extreme Gorilla Retard -1 don't mind and I don't care: "sticks and 
stones..."...)... Fantasise about i.e. having all of Europe and Turkey and Iran under 
control, as well as Russia, and also Spinning China into its Satanic Circus Monkey 
Orbit, is SO FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD, that they have given themselves A 
TRIPLE-QUADRUPLE ZIO-LOBOTOMY without even noticing it - if one of 
them has a BRAIN, and not A MISSING LINK, notwithstanding all the "High 
Verbal IQ" Mumbo Jumbo, and they read "Utopia and Historical Action" by P.K. 
very carefully and understand it, then they might "SEE THE LIGHT" - though I 
doubt it very much.]] 

[[Time for laughter...]] 

"The really dogged, determined and 
obstinate turn 

towards the ethical and the economic is 
supposed to 

make possible breaking away and 
detachment from the 

“special way or path” of “power politics”, 
and the 





affluence and prosperity of the last forty 
years seems to 

prove, to the general satisfaction [[of 
Germans]], that 

ethics not only does good to the soul, but 
also to the 

tummy. The dichotomy of economy and 
politics is nonetheless mere fiction, since the 
economy is just as much as politics, the 
concrete relations of concrete people with 
one another;... * * 


[[The rest of the article basically suggests that a certain 
Continent is probably f***ed, and the Super Power in Charge 
(had better cut the fucking bullshitabout e.g. "the overthrow of 
matter" and other such Unbelievable Inanity) and had better 
make some moves that will ensure it and its Vassal States 
have some breathing space, without adding any unnecessary 
fuel to the fire of War(s) nobody wants to take place... incl. by 
Overstepping the Mark re: Russia. And don't forget, this 
is 1995! (the article was written in 1995 and published in 
1996)]] 


[[Due to a significant inaccuracy in China's predicted 
population, in 1995 it was thought it would reach 1.7 
billion by 2030 and not the currently projected 1.45 
billion, it remains to be seen whether P.K.'s analysis holds 
true regarding thirst for Central Asian and Siberian 











resources, though the fundamental issue of whether the 
USA and Europe work with Russia, or whether Russia has 
no choice but to side with China, remains THE 
FUNDAMENTAL ISSUE.]] 

[[Also, China becoming increasingly more aggressive as 
the 21st century unfolds is a definite possibility (since 
we've already seen clear - and perfectly understandable 
according to "human nature" or relations between Powers 
- signs of such behaviour) - though nothing 
beyond possibility is definite. The question is: to what 
extent? Where will the "red lines" be drawn by both the 
USA, which will almost certainly concede some extra-USA 
ground or territory, i.e. control of space far from the USA, 
and by China? What can and will India and Japan do? 
Russia? And the answers will unfold in practice, in action, 
in the real world of doing and praxis... since we can't 
possibly know the specific events, turns, combinations and 
"coincidences" etc. which the Future will bring... See also 
comments below (and above) on this page.]] 

[[+ A reference (actually two references) to "bloc"! 

HAHAHAHAHAHA!!! ] ] 


[[THE GROSSLY 

DISPROPORTIONATELY INFLUENCED 
BY THE ZIO-PSYCHO-CON/DEM- 


TARDS (incl. of 


Zbig) COLOSSAL STRATEGIC ERROR -1 
stand to be corrected, after all, what would 
I know? (and it has nothing to do with pro- 
Orthodox brotherly love - if the objective 






















correlation of forces were such, then I'd 
have no hesitation to call things the other 
way, whether it "pleased" me or not; 
anyway, read the article by P.K. for 
yourselves!) - OF ENCIRCLING AND 
PROVOKING RUSSIA, RATHER THAN 
WORKING WITH RUSSIA, LEAVES 
THE WHOLE WORLD OPEN TO A FAR 
GREATER RISK OF NUCLEAR/WMD 
WAR BOTH WITH RUSSIA AND OR 
CHINA, THAN IF THE USA HAD 
BALANCED WITH RUSSIA AND 
EUROPE AGAINST CHINA. YOU 
CRAZY ANIMALS HAVE TOTALLY 
FUCKED-UP, AND NOW ALL OF 
HUMANITY PRAYS THAT THE USA 
MAKES AMENDS AND FUCKING GETS 
IT RIGHT. GET IT THROUGH YOUR 
THICK "HIGH VERBAL IQ" ANT- 
BRAINS - YOU ARE NEVER 
EVER EVER GOUSG TO GET A ONE- 
WORLD GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY ZIO/USA- 
CONTROLLED WORLD "ORDER" 
WHICH YOU CALL "LIBERAL 




















































WORLD/DEMOCRATIC PEACE 
ORDER" OR GOD KNOWS WHAT 
OTHER TOTALLY FUCKED-IN-THE- 
HEAD INANITY AND OUT-OF- 
CONTROL ZIO-MUMBO, ZIO-JUMBO, 
FULLY ZIO-LOBOTOMISED ZIO- 
OBFUSCATION THAT HAS NOTHING 
TO DO WITH SCIENCE BUT WITH 
WHICH YOU ZIO-BRAIN-WASH AND 
ZIO-LOBOTOMISE AND ZIO-SPIN 
PEOPLE INTO WHIRPOOLS OF LOOPY 
SPIRALLING LOON(E)Y (TUNES) 
CONFUSION AD 
NAUSEAM, INCLUDING 
YOURSELVES! YOU PEOPLE ARE 
LIKE THE 
RETARDE 
HUMANITY, AND IF THE USA ELITE 
OVERALL CAN'T DEAL WITH YOU, 
AND THEN, IF HAN MAN CAN’T 
PROPERLY DEAL WITH YOU - WITH 
OR WITHOUT RUS MAN- I.E. BY 
AVOIDING GREAT POWER HOT WAR, 
THEN... WE'RE ALL DOOMED...]] 




















































[[It's one thing to run a society with a 
dominant ideology, religion etc., as the case 
may be, - which all societies must do since 
that is how all societies grosso modo 
function, incl. e.g. a particular 
interpretation of "racism" (for as long 
as that interpretation is effective; eventually 
it won't be) - but it's a totally different 
matter to fuck-up strategically in the Age of 
Nuclear and other Super-Mass 
Obliterating/Lethal Weapons. G. 

Kennan (who also had interesting - at the 
very least - thoughts on "democracy" and 
other matters), where are you now that your 
country and the rest of what is left of the 
West needsYOUV.il ]] 

Dear Reader, once you have carefully 
studied all of this article from 1995!I! (just 
have a look and see what complete and utter 

NONSENSE was being jrubUshed in 
7995/7995///////////). and once you have 
paid particularly close attention to "the 

three long-term conditions at 









the end of the article, along with the 
article's conclusion, and in the light of other 
Kondylisian material I have translated for 
you to study and learn from, I'm quite sure 
you'll have formed a preliminary view on 
what a unique phenomenon P.K. was in the 
History of Thought. I must say, that even 
though I lost all of my life to the Other and 
to the Alien and to the Strange and to the 
Foreign and to the Ugly and to the Foul and 
to the Disgusting and to Satan and its 
VILE, REVOLTING, ULTRA- 
DISGUSTING Satanic Circus Monkey, I 
was blessed to have as my adult life-long 
intellectual companion OUR 4,000 year old 
(now dead) NATION'S (or if you prefer, 
and "more accurately" CIVILISATION'S 
and PEOPLE'S and or (sub-) 
RACE’S/GENOS's and LANGUAGE'S) 
and the World's social-scientific (History 
and Philosophy) equivalent to OUR and the 
World's Greatest Poet, Homer (which I 
know is a subjective Matter of Taste 
judgement, but now I'm doing it because 


it s FUN! so nA z MH EAAHN 

BAPBAPOZA [[even though I 
still would rather have lived 
one of my Great Great 
Grandfather's Lives solely in 
the 19th century]] AND ’ ALL 

YOU BARBARIANS WHO DON'T 
AGREE, CAN FUCK OFF!!! AND ALL 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY PEOPLE - 
YOU SHOULDN'T BE READING IN THE 
FIRST PLACE, AND I THINK YOU 
KNOW BY NOW WHAT'S IN STORE 

FOR ALL OF YOU !!! YET1 

WOULD NEVER HAVE ANY PROBLEM 
WITH ANY HUMAN BEING, 
REGARDLESS OF RACE, COLOUR OR 
CREED (as "Apollo Creed" says in 

either Rocky 1 or 2 (I for § et 

which)) BONA FIDE readi ng, 


STUDYING AND LEARNING FROM 




P.K.. THE BEST OF LUCK TO 
EVERY ONE (except for Satan and its 
Satanic Circus Monkey, of course)! [[P.K. 
also makes a reference to "racism" - YES! 
IN INVERTED COMMAS - 
HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAH 
AHAHA!!! - DEFINITELY ONE OF MY 
FAVOURITE CONCEPTUAL AND 
THEORETICAL SUBJECTS...]][[Of 
course, the Legal Definitions of Terms and 
Concepts is Another Matter Altogether - 
and Even if such Legal Definitions 
Completely Differ from the empirically and 
logically consistent, verified and 
explainable Conceptual-Theoretical 


Definitions, 

The LAW must be 

Obeved and Abided bv AT 

ALL TIMES 

inch if and when the 


LAW changes... upon which Time one's 
obedience and abiding changes too, unless 
one seeks to Break the LAW, and or engage 
in Civil War - which this Site of 

course CANNOT and DOES 














NOT R ECOMMEND, encourage, 

OR OTHERWISE SUGGESTS OR 
PROMOTES IN ANY WAY, SHAPE OR 
FORM WHATSOEVER AND 
HOWSOEVER.]] 

I TFinal Thoughts upon Bidding Farewell to 
this Article are {and don't forget! - this 
Satirical Literary Persona is MAD, 
INSANE. RETARDED): It's OVER. The 
European Elites will make all sorts of 
MOVES, incl. continuing to FLOOD the 
Continent with APE-ANOMIE, and or, 
ATTEMPTING TO SEAL BORDERS and 
or attempting to Impose ORDER and 
COHESION - That'll be the Day! (GO 
DUKE!), but by the time we get to the 
second half of this century - European Man 
is FINISHED. THEN, it's a question of 
whether RUS MAN can survive along with 
HAN MAN and Other Men... I personally 
don't see that American Man has much of a 
long-term Future either. The Forces of 
ANOMIE will just keep on building up and 
relatively high levels of social order, let 



alone social cohesion, will not be able to be 
IMPOSED. SO, ZIO-LOBOTOMY, i.e. the 
IDEOLOGY THAT "EVERYONE IS THE 
SAME" WHILST ONE TINY FLEA- 
VULTURE-LIKE PARASITICAL GROUP 
AT ELITE LEVEL WIELDS GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF 
POWER, IS A FORM OF PSYCHOTIC 
COLLECTIVE SUICIDE, WHICH WILL 
ALSO EAT UP ZIO MAN TOO, 
BECAUSE APE-ANOMIE and or HAN 
MAN or ??? WILL NOT SPARE ZIO 
MAN EITHER... SO, THIS 
FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE FULLY 
APPLIES: OVER THE VERY LONG RUN, 
DEMOGRAPHY IS DESTINY, 
DEMOGRAPHY IS EVERYTHING... 
EVEN THOUGH IT MAY NOT APPEAR 
SO OVER PERIODS OF A FEW, SOME, 
MANY DECADES OR EVEN LONGER, 
EVEN OVER A CENTURY OR 
MORE... BUT EVENTUALLY... JUST 
THINK OF ALL THE PEOPLES IN THE 
ANCIENT WORLD WHO PERISHED 
WHILST THE HELLENES AND THE 



ROMANS WERE ABLE TO HAVE SOME 
FORM OF CONTINUITY... OR, THE 
HAN V. OTHER ANCIENT PEOPLES IN 
THAT PART OF THE WORLD... OR, 
BUDDHISM IN INDIA,... ETC., ETC., 
ETC.,... In other words, if you bring in out- 
of-control numbers of people, who mostly 
or simply 

significantly don't QUALITATIVELY^ assim 
date (we're not talking about superficial 
"assimilation" or "multi-cultural, peaceful, 
enriching, diverse co-existence", you lose 
even an in part ability to Continue 
Collectively, and if you Hedonistically- 
Consumeristically-F emino-F aggotistically- 
UltraDegeneratively DON'T breed enough 
yourself and even if you CLOSE SHOP, 
you are more than just Vulnerable to the 
Rampaging Hordes Awaiting to INVADE, 
OCCUPY AND CONQUER... even if you 
have "advanced 

technology"... eventuallythe Quantity 
(which will get its hands on some 
"advanced technology" too) will 
OVERCOME the Quality... SO by c. 2100 



or c. 2200 Europe - from the point of view 
of the "Western Eye" - will |st be a 
Geographical Area , and America will 
probably be just that TOO.]] 


And a quote from P.K. to 


PUT EVERYONE IN 


THEIR PLACES (becausi 

1 

even after reading this quote. 

you think ”vour side" is 


going to win, you have to 

read the rest of the article 

this passage comes from 


about half-way through... 



’’The dichotomy of economy 
and politics is nonetheless 
mere fiction, since the 
economy is just as much as 































politics, the concrete 
relations of concrete people 
with and towards one 
another; the economised 
political is no less political 
than the theologised, 
moralised or aestheticised 
political (or: politics which 
has been converted into 
economy is no less political 
than politics which is 
converted into theology, 


ethics and aesthetics). If, that 
is, the German side indeed 
wants the political 


unification of Europe, yet it 















mainly strives after and 
wants it for reasons of 


economic effectiveness, then 
it must know that such a 
unification understood in 


this way can even intensify 
the economic struggles over 
distribution and re¬ 
distribution. The economic 
element, which today is 


adored, extolled and idolised 


as the remedy for, or 
panacea contra, power 


politics and nationalism, will 
then prove to be the tough, 
slow-moving and dogged 







































vehicle, i.e. conduit, exactly 
for nationalistic-power- 
political aspirations and 
tendencies. 


I TConcluding TIP : After many centuries of Obfuscation, the JQ has finally 
been answered by the Satirical Literary Persona of this Site (which inter alia 
means you don't have to waste your time reading Sartre's Verbal Diarrhoea 
and Full-On Mumbo Jumbo "Meditations"): NO CAUSALITY PER SE, 

BUT GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE PARTICIPATION and OVER¬ 
REPRESENTATION (i.e. GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
crystal(lisation)s, accumulations and concentrations of forms of Power (Big 
Money Wealth-Purchasing Power, Influence, Hegemony, Dominance, 
Domination, Authority, etc., and esp. since WW2, Mass Media-Mass 
Entertainment near Full-Spectrum Brain Washing, etc., etc, etc.,...), "nudging 
things along" AT ELITE LEVEL via Primitive Secret Society Networking, 
Divide and Rule/Divide and Conquer tactics (e.g. esp. post WW2 woman ag. 
man, black ag. white, Musulman ag. formerly Christian, HomoFaggot ag. 
Normal, The Mentally ILL ag. Health, Invader ag. Resident, etc., etc., etc.), 
taking place Macro-Historically inter alia via Banking/Finance and 
Trade/Mercantilism (and later increasingly also via Corporations, the Law 
and Mass Party Politics/Lobbying and Government/ Foreign Policy, Mass 
Education-Indoctrination/Lobotimisation, and as stated above re: Mass 
Media,... etc., etc., etc.,...),... AND OVERALL happening in fits and starts in 
various and many stages throughout the centuries (tentatively beginning at 
around the Time of the Decline of the Eastern Roman Empire from the 12th 
and 13th century), and particularly latching onto (and leeching with) 
primarily, but not only, Anglo-Franco-American Imperialisms (incl. the two 
World Wars = utter world-historic catastrophe for Europe) which 
interrelated from the 18th century onwards with mainly but not exclusively 
Protestant-led Industrialisation (mechanisation-technicisation- 
technologisation), Massification (and hightened Mobilisation), Atomisation, 
Secularisation, Urbanisation, Feminisation, Commodification-Monetarisation, 
Faggotisation, OtherWorshipisation (Thirdworldification and Junglefication- 
Otherisation (Africanisation, Musulmanisation, Arabisation, Asianisation,... 
Deep Incessant Mass-Media/"Education"-Indoctrination Brain-Washing and 
Lobotomisation), Circusisation-Freakification-Gypsification, Heading 
Towards States of Increasing Ape-Anomie in the context of formal-legal 












equality and an ideology of "equality" which has virtually nothing to do with 
REALITY...), etc., etc., etc.,... - all under near Full-Spectrum Zio- 
Lobotomisation over the last 50-70 years or so (with the Satanic Circus 
Monkey Compound having FULLY SEALED BORDERS = The Satanic 
Circus Monkey Bunker - and Regularly Killing Innocent People (along with 
its Foes), etc.) = THE END OF THE WEST... and the sooner Han Man puts us 
out of our misery, the better - is one way of looking at it... though you don't 
have to look at it that way... OBVIOUSLY... and the Struggles (co-operation 
and conflict) WILL CONTINUE AND DEFINITELY INTENSIFY 
HEADIN G TOWARDS THE SECOND HALF OF THIS CENTURY - 
for sure 111 (If anyone is interested in the scientific way of explaining the 
above you need to study all of P.K.'s oeuvre, but especially The Political and 
Man, The Decline..., Conservatism, Planetary..., The Political in the... the two 
major histories of ideas,... and of course everything else by P.K. IN 
COMBINATION WITH KNOWING WELL ALL OF THE CLASSICS IN 
HISTORY, SOCIOLOGY, POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY/SCIENCE, etc.,...!!!) 
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Written in 1995. The implications of this article are that 
the only Descriptive, i.e. Scientific, "School of International 
Relations" is the Realist School to the extent it accurately 
describes and explains Relations of Power between States. 
Everything else is just Ideology, Obfuscation, and in the 
Anglo-Euro World, Mumbo-Jumbo Bullshit of the "Zio- 
Lobotomy" given the GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE input 
of the Zio-Nutters, whether Neo-Zio-Psycho-Cons or 
Zbigie(beforeRepentancejustbeforeDeath)DemTards. You 
need to study E. H. Carr, H. Morgenthau, G. Kennan, K. 
Waltz, H. Bull, P. Kennedy, J. Mearsheimer as well as 
Mackinder, Mahan, Ratzel, Spykmann, et al.,... Kissinger- 









Zbigie... Thucydides, Machiavelli, Hobbes, Clausewitz, 
Aron,... et al.,... and locate the weak points in them (some 
have many more weak points and errors in their thought 
than others), as well as their strong points. Generally 
speaking, Geopolitics Goes Wrong when it does not 
Concretely and Specifically pinpoint Relations of Power 
between States and tends towards mono-causal 
reductionism as to geography. The tendency towards 
mono-causal reductionism and ethicisation (as well as 
normativisation and retarded fantasisation) is Fatal for 
anyone engaged in the Social Sciences overall, anyway, 
anyhow, at all events, and ALWAYS! If you take about a 
year to two years to Study and Absorb P.K.'s The Political 
and Man as well as his international relations and war- 
related writings, you're going to have a great point of 
reference or basis for doing some really serious analyses 
AWAY from the Zio-Lobotomy or whatever else CLOUDS 

your thinking ideologically. 


[[YOU FUCKING PATHETIC TOTALLY ZIO-RETARDED 
MENTALLY DERANGED "PROFESSORS" WITH YOUR 
TOTALLY ZIO-LOBOTOMISED AND "POST-MODERN"- 
LOBOTOMISED TOTAL AND ABSOLUTE BULLSHIT 
REGARDING "TEXTS, INTERTEXTUALITY, WORDS, 
NARRATIVES, DISCOURSES" AND GOD ONLY KNOWS 
WHAT TOTALLY FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD ZIO-MUMBO 
JUMBO AND "POST-MODERN" COMPLETELY 
LOBOTOMISED BULLSHIT, IN RELATION TO WHOM 
MILLIONS HAVE HAD TO PAY MANY TENS OF 
THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS IN UNIVERSITY FEES, ETC., 
APART FROM ALL THE MENTAL DERANGEMENT OF 
INNOCENT MINDS ETC ARE TOTALLY AND ABSOLUTELY 



DEFEATED IN ALL YOUR ARGUMENTS JUST BY THIS 
SHORT QUOTE, IF YOU FUCKING DUMB-FUCKS AND 
DUMB-CUNTS CAN POSSIBLY UNDERSTAND IT]]: 

"Yet works or deeds, which 

according to Locke are 
always the 

interpretation of words,..." 

best 


"The interrelation between the ability at acting and 
action, and the readiness and willingness to pay the 
corresponding toll in blood has also been, in the 
meanwhile, emphasised; only one does not rightly know in 
the West through which loyalties should the said toll in 
blood be made reasonable and should make sense. 
Whoever no longer feels the slightest 

desire or disposition to die for one’s own nation, will do it 
even less so for 

the peace of other nations, or even for the still more 
abstract peace of a 

still more abstract humanity, especially when it bumps 
into and 

encounters the obstinate resistance of humans who, 
against consumeristic 




refinement, want to be primitive enough to sacrifice their 

life for that 

which they see as their national cause. The ideological and 
practical 

difficulties of the West on this point spring from the fact 
that even in the 

age of money, some things still must be measured 
in blood." 


"The present and the future of the world 
are decided by means of the relations of the 
great (and middle) Powers with one 
another, and the age-old known secret of 
peace is the equilibrium of their interests . If 

this exists, then universalistic principles 
also find their generally acceptable 
interpretation; if it does not exist, then 
these same principles are converted into 
points of contention and weapons.Sluggish 
and languid thought takes a liking to the 
simple representation of a higher Power, 
which, guided by noble intentions and 
principles, creates, as it were, order from 
above. With regard to that, in practice it is 
required to start construction from the 









roof - But order , in so far as it is 
possible in human affairs, lies 

in the foundations , and order 

is capable of being jointly 
shaved, moulded and formed 

onl% b% those who themselves 

stand on /inn 


That is why the decisive 



and leading European nations would 
therefore be ill-advised to use their eager 
and diligent participation and involvement 
in undertakings and ventures of the United 
Nations as a substitute and alibi for their 
own inability to obtain (or lay) solid 
planetary foundations." 
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SCROLL DOWN TO NEXT PDF WHEN AVAILABLE... - AND DON'T WASTE 
YOUR TIME READING MY COMMENTARY OR ENDNOTES. STUDY P.K.'S 
WORDS AND TEXTS AGAIN AND AGAIN. THE MORE YOU STUDY HIM, THE 
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Whilst this article repeats (or rather pre-empts) 
notions and arguments of previous (or later) articles, 
they are presented in such a way so as to constitute in 
this article another absolutely commanding and, seen 
as a whole, unique exposition of the main forces of co¬ 
operation and of conflict - as well as the bourgeoning 
contradictions between ideology and reality - shaping 
the Now and the Future. 


[[To be fair to Bronstein-Trotsky (and then later, to the neo-psycho-Con-Jobs), his 
Messianic Insanity of World Communistic Revolution was something as though - 
form, though-figure or thought-structure - not as content in relation to liberal free 
trade - inherent in both Liberal Free-Trade Utopianism as well as Marxian 
Communistic Utopianism, including - at least ideologically - in Leninism. The 
difference is that Lenin, and then later Stalin and Mao, displayed the necessary 
political pragmatism or "Machiavellianism" - up to and including Hyper-Brutality 
- to seize Power and or pass that Power onto future generations, particularly in 
the case of Mao. I predict that in the event China "pulls it off' - which is by no 
means certain - by c. 2100 or later, Mao will be considered by Chinese Historians 
as the third greatest Chinese Emperor of ALL TIME, after Qin and (the two-in-one) 
Tang(s), with Deng coming in a broad "honourary fourth-place" category with 
other Emperors such as Han Wudi, Han Guangwudi, Song, Ming, et al..]] 

"World-economic interweaving and global informatics 
(information technology) would, in the course of this, 
make those boundaries and borders obsolete, from 
whose widening, extension or defence, politics has 
hitherto lived and maintained or conserved itself. 

Here it is obviously not primarily a matter of the 
establishment of a world state, but rather of the 
creation of an open world society, which could 
perhaps make use of a political organisation in a 
world-state form, but would degrade, i.e. demote this 




political organisation in world-state form to the role 
of a mere instrument. What bourgeois society in a 
national framework never achieved, namely, to push 
itself through, or to impose itself against, the state 
fully and completely, seems now to be feasible and 
practicable on a world scale. The syllogistic reasoning 
summoned for that purpose, postulates a strict 
determination of the political by the economic, which 
reminds one of the grossest, crudest and coarsest 
versions of historical materialism. To those who are 
versed in the history of ideas, of course, it ought to be 
known that the provenance of central components, or 
essential elements, of Marxism is from the thoughts 
world or universe of ideas of economic liberalism; that 
is why it is not disconcerting or paradoxical that after 
the political collapse of Marxism, the economistic 
interpretation of behaviour and of history survives 
under liberal signs, i.e. with liberal symbolism. The 
American Nobel Prize winner Gary Becker has for 
example suggested economic interpretations of social 
phenomena - from marriage and the family to religion 
-, which outstrip in vulgarity everything which so- 
called “vulgar Marxism" had thought of in its time." 


[[HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHA!!!!!!!! 


!!!!!!! THIS 

MnmimmimmiMiiiiMimmmmiii 


is 


1995 
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]] 


"What could entice the United States for 
example to exchange its leading role in 









today’s world for accession to a world 
state, in which the representation of 
citizens would be set and regulated in 
accordance with the principle of 
number? Of "One World", one talks with 
pleasure from a superior position of 
power out of which and when one knows 
that the opening of borders will 
primarily bring about a growing and 
widening of one's own possibilities of 
influence and own field of action. The 

hour of truth strikes only when 

one discovers that this same opening 
abruptly multiplies the relative 
advantages of other Powers, whereas 
one's own advantages in economic and 
political goods shrinks, if only to be 
adapted or to adapt itself to the 
commands of the principle of equality. 
The United States and the "West" in 
general have not yet tasted in all 
seriousness this experience. That is why 
their principles and ideological 




declarations have not yet passed the 

acid test and gone through a baptism of 

fire. One, at any rate, could confidently 

put forward the proposition that the USA 

would not readily accept and swallow 

without objection a realisation of "One 

World" under China's direction and 

control, and in accordance with China's 

perceptions, ideas and 

presentations 11 i^his is not a prediction that china is s°* n s 

to make it", but a particular Senator's Fun eral in 2018 could be symbolic 

of the Collective Psychosis of the Demented not too many decades before 
the Time to Eat Humble Pie Arrives...]]. 


[[This article in particular shows why 
there is absolutely UO 

ir 

possibility whatsoeover 

EVER a macro ‘historical, very long 


term "harmonious" "One World" state of 
affairs. Anyone who argues otherwise 
must be or is probably either FULLY ZIO- 
LOBOTOMISED and or Just Interested in 
"Making a Quick Buck".]] 








[THE COMMON SENSE AND REALISTIC 


"KENNETH WALTZ (/wyatt 


EARP/LAW AND ORDER)n 


MESSAGE IS QUITE CLEAR. UNLESS THE 
PSYCHO-CON/DEM-TARD SIDE OF THE 
AMERICAN ELITE IS REINED IN BY THE 
AMERICAN ELITE ITSELF, AND UNLESS 
REALISTIC COMMON SENSE PREVAILS, 
THE WORLD WILL CONTINUE TO SPIN 
AND SPIRAL AND SPIN OUT OF CONTROL 
INTO INCREASINGLY LARGER REGIONS 
OF ANOMIE AND CHAOS. SHUT 
BORDERS. MORE LOCAL fFOOD ETC.l 

PRODUCTION. LESS WORLD TRADE- 
MASS GLOBAL AFRICAN-MOHAMMEDAN- 

ASIATIC POPULATION REDUCTION. IS 

THE ONLY WAY OUT. THE OTHER PATH - 
THE CURRENT PATH - IS CERTAIN 
CATASTROPHE PROBABLY BEFORE 
2100. THERE IS NO POSSIBILITY 
WHATSOEVER OF A ZIO-LOBOTOMISED, 
MULTI-NATIONAL CORPORATE, ZIO-USA 
"GLOBAL VILLAGE", BUT EVERY 
POSSIBILITY OF FULL-SCALE, BROAD- 
SPECTRUM APE-ANOMIE, IF THE GREAT 








AND MIDDLE POWERS DON'T COME TO A 
MORE OR LESS STABLE BALANCING AND 
EQUILIBRIUM. THERE IS NO OTHER 
REALISTIC WAY. THE FIRST OBVIOUS 

MAIOR STEP. THEREFORE. IS FOR THE 

USA TO COME TO A LONG-TERM 

UNDERSTANDING WITH RUSSIA. 

INCLUSIVE OF ALL OF EUROPE.] ] 
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YOUR TIME READING MY COMMENTARY OR ENDNOTES. STUDY P.K.'S 
WORDS AND TEXTS AGAIN AND AGAIN. THE MORE YOU STUDY HIM, THE 
MORE YOU LEARN! 

"The German "special way (Sonderweg)" and German 
prospects" - is another gem by P.K.. I translated it into 
English in 2014, it has a separate page on this Site and my 
comments on that page are pretty good! So, go to that page 
to read those comments, if you want. 

It is really amazing how when one wants to be seriously 
objective and impartial then one is not only not affected at 
all by the Zio-Lobotomy, i.e. Western mass-democratic 
ideology which has a Grossly Disproportionate Zio-input, 
and in recent decades SICK Zio-focus and Zio-Supremacy, 
in its development throughout the 20th century, but also 











not by any kind of normative ideology - Z io or not. At the 
end of the day, the German "special way" is about 


Germany and Germans ayone who 


thinks they should have been mentioned is at least a 


FUCKING DICKHEAD. GO FUCKING ZIO-FUCK YOURSELF, 
YOU DISGUSTING ANIMAL!!! YOU DISGUSTING ANIMALS 
THINK THAT THE WHOLE WORLD REVOLVES AROUND 
YOU. WELL I'M TELLING YOU AGAIN, YOU DISGUSTING, 
FILTHY ANIMALS, THAT HAN MAN AND HINDU MAN AND 
APE MAN AND OTHER MEN ARE NOT GOING TO PUT UP 
WITH YOU FOR TOO MUCH LONGER - PERHAPS A 
CENTURY OR TWO IF YOU ARE LUCKY OR VERY, VERY, 


VERY LUCKY... Oh, and by the way, I have known many 
people from all walks of life, and even if a particular group 
in general DISGUSTS me, it doesn't mean I haven't had 
pleasant conversations with many individuals and 
admired many thinkers and artists, performers et al. even 
from that "disgusting, filthy" group, nor does it mean that I 
don't wish everyone the best of luck and health, and of 
course I always say: EVERYONE MUST ABIDE BY AND 
OBEY THE LAW! 


[[AND JUST TO REMIND OURSELVES OF THIS HOME 
TRUTH SO THAT WE DON'T GET CARRIED AWAY WITH 
HOW "SMART AND BEAUTIFUL" WE ARE: I AND MY 
GROUP CAN AND DO APPEAR TO BE JUST AS UGLY, 
VILE, DISGUSTING AND REVOLTING TO E.G. ZIO- 
LOBOTOMISED (I.E. UNDER FOREIGN IDEOLOGICAL 
HEGEMONY) INDIVIDUALS OF MY OWN GROUP AND OF 
OTHER GROUPS AND TO OTHER GROUPS, AND THAT 
THE FAIRY TALE OF THE VIRGIN MARY AND JESUS IS 
NO LESS A FAIRY TALE THAN THE "ALL PEOPLE ARE 
EQUAL" FAIRY TALE, OR THE FAIRY TALE THAT "IT 



























"JUST HAPPENS" THAT A PARTICULAR GROUP AT 
ELITE-LEVEL POSSESSES (- INTER ALIA VIA PRIMITIVE 
SECRET SOCIETY NETWORKING RIDING THE WAVE IN 
PARTICULAR OF EUROPEAN AND AMERICAN 
IMPERIALISMS AND OR HEGEMONY -) GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER", OR THE 
FAIRY TALES OF ALL OF THE GREAT RELIGIONS AND 
OR CULTS, OR THE FAIRY TALE THAT "DIVERSITY IS 
STRENGTH", OR "ARBEIT MACHT FREI", OR THE FAIRY 
TALE OF "WHITE MAN IS SO INTELLIGENT AND 
PROMETHEAN THAT NOTWITHSTANDING HIS 
INTELLIGENCE, HE STILL MANAGED TO ZIO- 
LOBOTOMISE HIMSELF AND HAVE A PARASITICAL- 
VULTURE FLEA PARASITE GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY RIDE HIM INTO AUTO¬ 
GENOCIDE AND COLLECTIVE SUICIDE", OR THE FAIRY 
TALE OF "I'M GOING TO RIDE THE PROTESTANT- 
CATHOLIC WHITE DOG UNTIL IT DIES, AND THEN ON 
MY OWN AS A HIDEOUSLY DISGUSTING TO OTHERS 
PARASITICAL FLEA-VULTURE, I'M GOING TO BE ABLE 
TO ALSO RULE OVER HAN MAN AND HINDU MAN AND 
APE MAN AND THE REST OF THE WORLD". SO, TO NOT 
GET TOO FAR AHEAD OF OURSELVES, LET'S REFLECT 
UPON ALL THE FAIRY TALES... - AND BY THE WAY, 
RETARDS ON ZIO-LOBOTOMY STEROIDS, HAS IT EVER 
OCCURRED TO YOU THAT BLACK AFRICA BEFORE AND 
AFTER THE ARRIVAL OF WHITE MAN, JUST LIKE ALL 
OTHER CONTINENTS, WAS RIDDLED WITH ALL SORTS 
AND KINDS OF (EXTREME) VIOLENCE, INCL. 
PARTICULARLY IN THE CASE OF AFRICA (AND 
CENTRAL AND SOUTH etc. AMERICA), MASS HUMAN 
SACRIFICE AND WANTON CANNIBALISM + MASS 
SLAVERY etc., TOO(!), AND THAT THE ABSENCE OF 





















WHITENESS MEANS ABSOLUTELY NOTHING AS FAR AS 
"PEACE AND HARMONY" IS CONCERNED BECAUSE 
BROWNS, YELLOWS, BLACKS ARE JUST AS CAPABLE AS 
WHITES OF VIOLENCE AND "UNFAIR" HIERARCHIES, 
ETC., DEPENDING ON THE CIRCUMSTANCES AND 
CORRELATION OF FORCES, AND THAT THE ONLY 
RACES WITH WRITTEN HIGH CULTURES OF ANY NOTE 
- NOT THAT SCIENCE CARES - ARE RELATIVELY WHITE 
OR RELATIVELY YELLOW AND OR HINDU (WHICH ON 
ONE VIEW IS ASSOCIATED WITH THE RELATIVELY 
WHITE PEOPLES, ANYWAY)?]] 


"However, ideas, especially 
normatively charged ideas, 
are not reflections, but 
weapons, and their content 
is negatively determined 
by what is supposed by 
each and every respective 
foe." 

[[I just love it how P.K. provides no references re: 
historical facts, because he assumes readers are 
"learned" and know their basic German and European 
history - HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHA!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!]] 






















"But even full parliamentarism's 
unfortunate connection with the fact of 
defeat would not have necessarily 
proven to be fatal if the foreign policy 
situation after 1918 had been a different 
one. The great economic crisis would not 
have been able to take the well-known 

political turn in Germany without the 

nationalistic radicalisation of the 

bourgeosie and broader masses of 
people as a reaction to the provisions of 

the Treaty of Versailles, the occupation 

of the Ruhr and the refusal of the right to 

self-determination for all Germans. After 
1945 though, it was hardly possible in 
Germany to talk about these facts openly 
and impartially, i.e. to objectively assess 
their psychological and ideological 


repercussions. Future historians will, 


however, have to come to the conclusion 
that National Socialism was not the 
outcome of irresistible currents of 


German history, but the product of a 
concrete and unique historical 


























constellation. As a product of a 


specifically German situation it had to, of 
course, bear German characteristics, and 
in its world-theoretical presumption it 
had to even lay claim, for itself, to the 
whole of German history. From that, 
however, no historical necessity can be 
derived." 


[[SUCK ON THIS, DICKHEADS!!!]] 

"The social-historically 
oriented negative "special 
way" theory puts the 
German catastrophes of 
1918 and 1945 ultimately 
down to the social 
backwardness or the 
"belatedness" of the 
German nation, i.e. it 
deduces foreign policy 




from domestic policy. In 
addition to its 
epistemological leaps of its 
actual false assessments is, 
therefore, the still 
questionable (at best, one¬ 
sided) notion of the 
"primacy of domestic 
policy (politics)", which is 
then moreover connected 
with a normatively 
understood political 
confession of faith. The 
basic idea (notion or 
thought) of this is: 
liberalism and 



parliamentarism are of 
their essence tolerant and 
humane; that is why a 
liberal, parliamentarily 
answerable government 
could not ever pursue an 
aggressive and 
expansionistic 
politics. This hymn of 
praise for liberalism and 
parliamentarism does not 
of course anachronisticallv 
a pply to the oligarchical 
doctrine of rule or 
dominion of the 
bourgeoisie in the 19th 


century, but to a very 

modern democratic 

ideal. But even if we 
disregard that fact, it must 
remain enigmatic from this 
perspective as to why the 
heyday of English and 
French liberalism 
coincided with the zenith 
of the imperialistic 
expansion of these 
nations. Also in need of 
explanation remains why 
on the German side rather 
national-liberal matters of 
concern were behind the 





(already demanded by the 
bourgeoisie in 1848!) 
building of fleets, and why 
in fact the demand for 
parliamentarisation, even 
in its Weberian version, 
sprang from the express 
wish to overcome at last 
the imperial incapability of 
provincial Junkerdom (i.e. 
the (Prussian) landed 
gentry) in order to be able 
to appear as a "master 
people (or race)" next to 
other "master peoples (or 

races) " Accordingly, a liberal and 


parliamentary Germany would most 
likely have been exposed to the same 
geopolitical and foreign policy 
temptations and difficulties as a "semi- 



ideas in Germany were eventually 
connected in the end with the offence of 
genocide, which however was the result 
of the concrete decisions of concrete 
people and not the outcome of an 
unavoidable historical necessity in this 
ideological packaging." 

"... Rather, it is a matter of a very 
complicated social and psychological 
process which won through to the extent 
that the economic and institutional 
foundations of the old Federal Republic 
(i.e. West Germany) were consolidated 
and proved a success. In other words: 
the new consciousness of success of the 
Germans did not come into conflict at all 
with the perception of the "belated 
nation" and the negative picture of 
Germany, but consolidated both. 

This apparent paradox must be 
explained. If one reverses the outlined 
relation, it would follow that a longer 
period of misery and squalor and of 
social hopelessness would have entailed 



a much more sceptical or even hostile 
stance vis-a-vis the negative "special 
way" theory, especially a predominantly 
imported one. However, under the 
conditions of the "economic miracle" 
and of growing affluence, the negative 
"special way" theory turned not merely 
into a widespread article of faith, but 
over and above that it was connected 
with an admission of guilt to those 
crimes which were supposed to have 
inevitably resulted from the "special 
way"." 


"This phenomenon has been possible on 
a broad social basis only because a 
deeper relation could be manufactured 
between the collective admission of guilt 
and collective affluence. The "one-off 
crimes" were in fact punished in a truly 
one-off way: a people made up of 
criminals was allowed to export, 
consume and travel to an increasing 



extent, but it was not allowed to possess 
for instance atomic weapons or bear 
world-political responsibility. That is, 
next to material well-being, a far- 
reaching political carefreeness was also 
secured for this people made up of 
criminals. The louder one admitted to 
collective crimes, the more certain one 
could be that one did not have to take 
any risks, but could enjoy affluence, as it 
were, away from or out of the way of 
history. With that, I do not want to at all 
play down the purely moral aspect of the 
problem, although it must equally be 
noted that for very many people the 
moral ritual was rather a compulsory 
exercise or an act of social conformism 
which did not demand sacrifices, but on 
the contrary, met with useful social 
recognition. In any case, the purely 
moral aspect is not, as is known, 
sufficient in order to bring into being 
and keep alive ideologem(e)s (i.e. kinds 
of sub-ideology) supporting a state. For 



that social conditions are also and above 
all called for, with which collective 
morals (i.e. ethics) can be maintained. 
Precisely this was achieved through the 
linking of the collective admission of 
guilt and collective affluence. Whoever 


embodies this mechanism must of 


course deny its existence, because such 
mechanisms can only function when 
they, through their effect, precisely 
confirm the ideal self-understanding of 
actors. 


VV 


"The theoretical idealisation of 
politically lukewarm affluence by means 
of the dichotomy of economy and politics 
likewise constitutes an ethereal 
construction which has little to do with 
the downsides of the life of nations. Not 
because the political (politics) must 
someday catch up with the economic 
(economy) - as romantic decisionists 
believe, who heed the aforementioned 
dichotomy with inverted signs (i.e. 



















symbolism) but because the economic 
is no less political than the political itself 
is, i.e. it constitutes just like the political 
(in the familiar narrow sense of the 
word) a question of concrete relations 
and power relations (or the correlations 
of forces) between concrete people." 


Even if all of Europe or all people 
should decide to dissolve their states 


and nations into a gigantic public limited 
company or corporation, the question 
would again be posed as to who will 
possess which parcel of shares. 


" ... The French and the English therefore 
grasp, with such self-understanding, the 
problem of European unification not 
least as a question of hegemony and as a 
question of the "integration" of 
Germany, because they are old 
imperialistic peoples with considerably 
longer world-political traditions and 
correspondingly richer experiences as 
well as a finer diplomatic instinctive feel 
than the Germans." 

















[[Oh, my God! - this is P.K. in 1993!!!!! AND look what's been happening in Europe 
in recent years!!!!!]] 

" ... With a high degree of interweaving of 
"politics" and "economy", the political- 
military decisions would directly touch 
upon the interests of the economically 
stronger nation so that this nation, 
already in order to guard its undisputed 
terrain, will have to make a demand for 
political co-determination (i.e. the 
mutual determination of politics as 
between nations), a demand which 
however in view of its economic 
supremacy will sooner or later suddenly 
change into an actual demand for the 
hegemonic (political) position. That is 
why it is to be expected that the 
Germans will take a highly political and 
perhaps conflict-ridden path on the 
seemingly unpolitical roundabout way of 
the defence of their affluence against 
overall European wishes for 
redistribution. They will do it in good 
conscience because they have learnt in 
past decades to closely connect affluence 





or the economy and morals (i.e. ethics) 
with one another. Sensitive observers 
have known for a long time how much 
history takes delight in such strange 
games. 

If at the same time, Balkanisation at a 
global level makes progress, then it must 
be expected that such foreign policy 
tendencies will be further reinforced 
and - especially under the pressure of 
the repercussions of the population 
explosion as well as the chronic social 
crises as a result of an unstoppable 
spreading of "new poverty" - will be 
accompanied by crises in domestic 
politics, which would probably have as a 
consequence a change in today's 
(political) party landscape." 


VV 


Nothing can be 


excluded in advance and 
forever. The monsters of 
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[[In relation to the invention of writing and typography:]] 

"The changes taking place were historical and secondary, they 
hardly touched 

upon the primary anthropological and social-ontological 

sector The logic of information was always 
subjected for the most part t0 the lo g ic of the 

dominant relations between humans related 

ideological positionings." 

[[This clearly means, that as far as scientific observation is concerned, it's 
irrelevant if the racial 


and or ethnological and or cultural composition of a group changes in respect 
of the constant 



features of human existence remaining constant. So, if x race or v group wants 
to Survive and 

Continue it has to successfully ACT within the political - including 
overcoming its Foes.]] 

Just wait until you read 
about the 

intensifying of the effect of 
the 

Heterogony of Ends. In 
short, 

YOU, with your Satan-Books 
etc. - 

AND ALL OF US - are 
(probably 

almost certainly eventually) 



FUCKED 
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THIS ARTICLE HITS VERY HARD AND THE 
ZIO-IMPERIALISTIC GLOBALISTS AND 
OTHER ASSORTED RETARDS, SATANISTS 
AND EVIL PEOPLE ARE NOT GOING TO 
LIKE IT ONE BIT. AT THE END OF THE 
DAY, ALL THAT MATTERS IS WHAT 
HAPPENS IN PRACTICE. THE PROOF IS 
ALWAYS IN THE PUDDING. AND I'M 
TELLING YOU NOW THAT EVEN IF YOU 
CAN KEEP THINGS CHUGGING ALONG, 
CHUG, CHUG, CHUG - LONG-TERM - YOU 
ARE ALL - AND US WITH YOU - 
FINISHED!!! OR IN OTHER WORDS, 
WHETHER YOU LIKE IT OR NOT, THE 
WEST - WHICHEVER WAY YOU 






INTERPRET IT - IS DONE. IT'S NOW UP 
TO THE BIG O (THIS LITERARY PERSONA 
LOVES THE BIG 0!) TO SING "IT'S OVER" - 
"YOU WON'T BE SEEING RAINBOWS 
ANYMORE". THE BULLSHIT WILL STOP. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=h9IArvEI64M&te 

mp-new-window-replacement=true 


[[When the Logic of Profits increasingly comes up 
against the Logic of Survival, Be Prepared for HELL. All 
that is being done macro-historically - say by c. 2100 - 
is the Paving of the Way from the World of SATAN to 
the World of the APE. Congratulations and Well Done. 
Give yourselves a PRIZE! Whoopee! (Q: P.K. does not 
refer to "profits" - so why did I mention them?)] 
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P.K. commits bloody instant Homicide 
against most "thinkers" of and in the 
West today purporting to be "pro-West" 
only in the opening paragraphs (this of 







course does not mean that all the "anti- 
Western" Retards and Ideologues have 
not been continually machine-gunned, 
i.e. massacred, in terms of theory by P.K, 
in not just a few of his texts). Not 
Recommended for the Faint of Heart! 
You'll probably have a heart-attack or 
stroke, or if you're lucky, De-Zio- 
Lobotomisation, which would be an 
extremely fortunate occurrence for 
you! |] 


[[This to me, means that "mass 
democracy" is the sociological, 
historically comparative/comparing 
ideal type which takes into 
consideration both society in toto with 
its varying and differing form(s) of 
government, whereas one could define 
"democracy" as governmental form like 
Contogeorgis in abstraction and based 
on Hellenic democracy (i.e. real 
democracy in History), but which also 
corresponded in practice, in reality, with 




















a particular form of social organisation 
be it a form or forms of slavery (ancient 
Greek democracy) or pre-capitalistic 
(proto-)Christian communities, koina, 
commons, mostly rural-based (from 
Alexandrian Hellenism and or Christian 
Hellenism till the end of the 
Greek/Hellenic/Orthodox communities 
in the Ottoman Empire).]] 

"The second assumption arises from this 
conceptual and historical connection 
between material civilisation and ethical- 
political culture, that namely already the 
predominance and imposition of technical 
civilisation - which requires a certain 
division of labour and social mobility, and 
hence corrodes, undermines and abolishes 
patriarchalisms, i.e. authoritarian 
patriarchies - necessarily entails the advent 
of the corresponding ethical-political 
culture. This correlation holds true in the 
general sociological sense that in actual fact 
between technical development, form of 
economising (i.e. form of economic activity) 



and form of social organisation, an 
interaction (or mutual 
influence/influencing, interplay, 
alternating/ changing effect) exists and can 
be observed, which certainly can look very 
different and appear in multifarious 
versions and manifestations, and in 
particular does not make any kind of 
binding statement or signify absolutely 
anything binding as regards the polity 
(constitution)." 

[[For anyone who can handle and stomach my "insane 
endnotes", and if you can "read between the lines", I 
actually provide some very useful background information 
about historical-sociological ideal-typical periodisations 
and classifications, as I have done elsewhere on this Page 
and throughout this Site. Shit, I'd award myself a Ph.D. if I 
were into awards - but thankfully and luckily for me, MY 
TRIBE has produced from Homer. Thucydides and 

Aristotle, and ... to .... Elytis and Kondvlis - AND WE 
DON'T FUCKING NEED YOUR AWARDS, WHICH YOU CAN 
ALL GO AND STICK UP YOUR FUCKING ZIO- 
LOBOTOMISED ARSES!!!]] 

[[Once you read about "homo universalis" and his 
Promethean dimension, you might just choke on your 
Coco-Pops. The reality is that Western White Man is Done. 
He Zio-Lobotomised himself out of Existence. His only 
Hope is Mass De-Zio-Lobotomisation - and instead of that, 





all that will probably happen is he will continue with "I 
shop, I consume crap, therefore I am" until he finally 
DROPS DEAD. Now, those who have Normative-Political 
Programmes and want to Fight the Good Fight - that's 
quite understandable and good luck to everyone, because 
it would be nice if all races, ethne and nations could 
survive - preferably in their own Tribal Territories, their 
own Tribal Homelands... BUT HISTORY TEACHES... that's 
not the way things WORK... it's not the WAY things work 
out...]] 


[[This passage about mass democracy and its two fundamental rationalities, 
is ABSOLUTELY STUNNING - INCOMPARABLE IDEAL-TYPICAL SOCIOLOGICAL 
DESCRIPTION. There's a decades and centuries long lead-up to mass democracy 
(say from the 16th century, but also earlier) where causation was obviously 
mostly non-Zio and Protestant/secular/Western European/Catholic-oriented. 
Then, by the twentieth century things became ripe for Full-Spectrum Zio- 
Lobotomy Time, particularly after WW2 and centred in (Zio-)USA.]] 

"Mass production demands an activation 
of pure technical rationality, which for 
its part does not exhaust itself in the 
narrower productive process (process of 
production), but extends and expands 
into economic calculus/calculation in 
general: it commands accumulation and 
the foregoing and renunciation of 
immediate pleasure. On the contrary, in 
relation to that, mass consumption in 
the West has promoted and favoured a 
hedonistic ethic(s), which in very 
different variations - from vulgar- 




materialistic to extremely spiritualistic - 
set aside and jettisoned the more or less 
ascetic, that is, oriented towards 
abnegation (self-denial), Christian or 
bourgeois ethic(s), and at the same time 
elevated and made a world-theoretical 
and ethical polytheism and pluralism an 
almost normal and natural, in any case, 
decisive and determinative thought form 
and life form. Now, all kinds of 
"rationalisms" and "irrationalisms" co¬ 
exist and compete against or interweave 
with one another. Only [[that]] technical 
rationality is not permitted to stand for 
any nonsense; rather, technical 
rationality must keep its distance and 
cut itself off from the carryings-on and 
freedom to do whatever one feels like in 
respect of the sphere and field of 
consumption, although technical 
rationality absolutely needs the sphere 
of consumption as an unfolding space, 
i.e. in order for technical rationality 
itself to unfold." 


[[For anyone who cries for the loss of cultural-civilisational continuity, the fact of the 
matter is that most people don't. They don't care, and the peoples of the West have been 
willingly ZIO-LOBOTOMISED and they could not care less about being "saved" or 
whether a FLEA-VULTURE elite wields GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power. 
That's the Collective Decision made in the Court of History. It's now up to those 
participating in the Struggle, to see where they can try and take things. To say though 
that things are tough, would be an understatement. Things have gone way too far 
already, and it's a question now of what can be salvaged and built upon. Geopolitics and 
International Affairs are going to Decide a Lot of Issues anyway, and you're going to 
have to just wait and see if an opportunity arises, if you are interested in saving culture 
as continuity from the White European past. The real danger is, though, that from the 
Age of Satan, to the Age of the Ape, the whole thing comes Crushing Down in a very Bad 
Way. This century still has eight decades to go.]] 

"Things were different as 
to the United States, which, 
as Tocqueville already 
perceived, fairly or very 
early on, entered into the 
mass-democratic phase: 
the United States 
confronted the dangers 
which, because of its multi¬ 
national mix(ture), 
threatened its cohesion, 


amongst other things, 
through the assimilating 
force of a mass culture. 

The flooding and 
inundation of the globe by 
American culture, above 
all after 1945, is due not 
merely to the worldwide 
political-military presence 
of the United States. The 
reasons for that flooding 
etc. must also be sought in 
the texture and 
composition of this culture 
itself, which despite all of 
its great variety and 


multiformity, represents 
and constitutes a medley, 
mixture (miscellany and 
jumble) out of nonchalant 
technicism and kitsch 
usable for all kinds of 
consumer purposes and 
goals of consumption, 
whereupon and over 
which the bad conscience 
of betrayal of time- 
honored traditions casts 
no shadow. 


The fact that the 


“Westernisation" of today's world, in so far as it is real, 
was conducted, carried on and achieved as 


Americanisation rather than as Europeanisation' has ' 


therefore, a deeper meaning for the history of society and of culture. 
Certain elements of the European New Times likewise, of course, made 
their world journey, i.e. such elements travelled and spread across the 
world, and in fact planted roots here and there. However, this fact is not 
decisive in the present-day context, but rather, the broad framework of 














the cultural pantheism, in which these elements are put in order, 
classified and incorporated in part next to other elements, entirely 
heterogenous. They are appropriated and assimilated, in other words, 
not as samples or specimens of a higher and separate culture (exactly 
this, however, was the self-understanding of European culture until 
approximately 1900), but as constituent parts of equal value, and should 
the situation arise, interchangeable constituent parts of a fluctuating, 
flowing whole." 

THE LAST PAGE OF THE 
ARTICLE IS PURE P.K. 
MASTER-CLASS STUFF!!! 
FORGET ABOUT IT, 
RETARDS. YOU ARE 
RETARDED - YOU ALWAYS 
HAVE BEEN - AND THERE 
IS NO HOPE FOR YOU! 

EVEN IF "RACE" (NO 
MATTER HOW IT IS 
DEFINED) IS NOT (it is 
"hoped") IN THE 
EQUATION (e.g. Europe 


overall becomes a kind of 
Eurafrica/Eurabia), THERE 
ARE ALWAYS GOING TO BE 
VARYING AND COMPETING 
CULTURAL GROUPS AND 
VARYING AND OR 
COMPETING POLITIES, 
EVEN IF MOST OR ALL 
POLITIES ARE A 
VARIATION OF MASS 
DEMOCRACY [[and I would 
add that potentially 
competing ethnicities and 
or other groups, incl. 
"races", over the (very) 
long run can be 


reconstitued, recomposed 
and or restored (so that 
the aesthetic-cultural- 
historical continuity 
objections I have today 
against the mass Invasion 
of the Other into Europe, 
will, on the one hand, 
become irrelevant in the 
future as colours get much 
darker and future 
Europeans won't care 
about being relatively 
white because they simply 
are not and can't be, but on 
the other hand, objections 


as aesthetic-cultural 
objections will arise anew 
as new linguistic and or 
cultural (-aesthetic) and or 
political groups take shape 
(why is Black Africa 
perpetually in a state of 
conflict? Eliminating 
"whiteness" fucking ZIO- 
LOBOTOMISED Zombies is 
not going to alter one iota 
the basics of human 
existence, such as conflict 
and (potential) violence 
and or war, in fact it will 
probably increase the 


chances of ever-increasing 
comparatively lower-IQ 
ape-to-ape anomic chaos, 
etc. - which of course 
Whites, Yellows, Browns 
and Semites et al. are just 
as capable of, given the 
"right" set of 
circumstances), incl. the 
possibility of future darker 
Europeans looking at their 
White Ancestors as 
Linguistic Ancestors and as 
Peoples-GODS of Higher 
and Greater 
Accomplishments, 


inspiring the new 
collectivities to new Myths 
and new Rounds of 
VIOLENCE and 
CONQUEST... and of course, 
other scenarios include 
Descent into States of Out- 
of-Control APE-ANOMIE, 
signs of which have 
already started to appear 
with the daily knife, car, 
acid, gun and other violent 
crimes, rape etc. in major 
European cities and 
centres... or, non- 
European-based 


Musulman kinds of Social 
Organisation and or Going 
Berserk, - and a whole host 
of other scenarios we 
could not even conceive of 
today, if Europeans exist in 
the coming centuries, etc., 

(So ?????child-owned (i.e. connected and 

etc., etc.,J... 

or otherwise associated with ?????child even if "it appears" others 
"own") The E???omist's wet dream (c. September 2018) of FULL- 
SPECTRUM GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE (I never said "majority" or 
"complete" etc.) AND ULTRA-SICK AND FULLY DISGUSTING - vet aixa0fi f| 
ijjuxil aou - ZIO-DOMINANCE over "Eurafrica", will eventually come 
undone, and if the State of Israel in the meantime tries to remain "pure" - 
GOOD LUCK WITH THAT! - BECAUSE YOU ARE EVENTUALLY GOING TO 
BE NOTICED. INSPECTED AND THEN EATEN ALIVE - And Jack Benny then 
is not going to be laughing anymore about "Concentration Camp 
Ehrhardt ("We do the Concentrating, and the Poles do the Camping" - 
HAHAHAHA!!!!!!!!!!!!!), etc." - From what I know, relatively lower IQ 
"average or mean" Black Africans never hold back from being recruited 
into all sorts of Tribal and Ethnic Conflict, Violence and Wars, including 
Invasions and Conquering Others - up to the (Historical and or Future) 
Eating of Others (Cannibalism) - DEAD OR ALIVE, ALIVE OR DEAD!!!) - 
What was the REASON again The E???omist (owned and or controlled by, 
or indirectly associated with, the ?????childs et al., even if it appears 
"others own"), does not call for the FULL AND COMPLETE AND 
ABSOLUTELY PERMANENT OPENING of Israel s borders ? The Reason is? 
What was that? The Reason?-. —, — _ _, _~ _, — p 
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ABSOLUTELY NO REAL- 
WORLD POSSIBILITY OF A 
ONE WORLD UTOPIA EVER. 
FORGET ABOUT IT 
RETARDS! YOU WERE 
ALWAYS RETARDED! AND 
YOU NEED AT THE VERY 
LEAST "A GOOD 
SPANKING" (and it's 
coming, whether by Han 
Man and or Hindu Man and 
or Ape Man and or 111 
Man. The spanking - at the 
very least - will come . 
That's for sure). 

The Literary Persona of this Site loves Lubitsch 
movies: from The Love Parade (1929) and The Smiling 


Lieutenant (1931) to The Shop around the 
Corner (1940) and the ultimate favourite Heaven Can 
Wait (1943) (if you have a Woman and the years have 
passed by, and you're getting old, I can highly 
recommend Heaven Can Wait - it shows you what 
"little people" like all of us can best achieve in life... it's 
a very special movie... now, time for some laughter ( To 
be or not to be (1942) = comedy masterpiece - see it 
all, it'll definitely be worth your time!): 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=f5sH0pniXqI&temp- 

new-window-replacement-true ) 

[[And by the way, as you might know by now, about 
500,000 of my compatriots were killed, executed or 
died because of the German National Socialists, 
including my two Grandfathers (ETtupiScnv, BaoiX£io<;) 
and one of my Grandmothers (EuoxaOia) - all of whom 
I never met - as well as other relatives - and not 
mentioning the many, many, many other Orthodox 
millions and or their "Sovietised" descendants, as well 
as the impoverishment and pauperisation of untold 
millions, including my relatives, through enforced 
expropriations of agricultural products, wanton 
destruction of crops, vineyards, etc., etc., etc., and 
whilst I shall NEVER FORGIVE AND EVER FORGET the 
Deaths of MF PEOPLE (NOT YOUR PEOPLE - YOU 
FILTHY, DISGUSTING, REVOLTING ANIMALS WANTING 
TO HOG ALL OR GROSSLY GROSSLY GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE PUBLIC SYMPATHY FOR 
YOURSELVES LIKE THE FILTHY, DISGUSTING, 
REVOLTING ANIMALS YOU ARE), Comedy is Comedy, 
Laughing is Laughing, and Fair is Fair.]](It just 
happens, that I'm watching now a Greek World War 2- 
themed movie with Nazis (Ms rrj Xapi/jp crra 






liana (1966) of the year my mother made her Great 
Betrayal, 11 years after my Father, who was far more 
justified in his Totally Stupid and Fully Wrong Choice 
in 1955 - what the Fuck for? For Money? You Fucking 
Nincompoop!), and one of the Greek-Nazi Collaborator 
characters said they are fighting "Bolshevism and 
Hebraicf, i.e. Jewish) Capitalism". Scientifically, there 
is no such thing as "Jewish Capitalism" if we take a 
many-centuries-long look at the history of the many 
forms and manifestations of capitalism. What there is 
though - for very concrete historical reasons - is 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE involvement of elite- 
level Jews (when compared to the % of the total 
population) in various aspects of capitalism (banking, 
finance, trade (incl. the slave trade and the opium 
trade), corporations, etc.) in various concrete 
circumstances. Now, if most elites - regardless of 
background - today in the West talk about "Human 
Rights" and the "inherent equality of all peoples" why 
is it that there is a constant problem with "White Male 
Privilege" and no problem with GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE crystal(lisation)s, accumulations 
and concentrations of forms of Power and Influence 
held by Jews in a whole range of elite-level 
endeavours from Higher Courts and the Mass Media 
and Mass Entertainment to Political Party Donors, 
Lobby Groups and Billionaires, etc., et al., in specific 
countries, I have named elsewehere? Why? Why is 
that? Is anyone saying that they are "special" and 
deserve "special" treatment? Are they? Well, I have 
news for you. Since White Man is Zio-Lobotomised and 
Dead Man, Han Man and or Hindu Man and or Ape Man 
and or ??? Man ARE GOING TO EVENTUALLY DEAL 



WITH YOU! Your problem is that you take "the short¬ 
term view of History" approach - quite 
understandable since your base is the USA and 
notwithstanding your own long history/myths, but 
others know how to play the Very Long Historical 
Game - and they are - so far at least - proving it with 
DEEDS and ACTIONS.) [[The Literary Persona speaking 
throughout this Site comes from the Eastern Roman 
Empire no later than 999 A.D., so he has a very clear - 
of course, subjective as a matter of Taste - view of who 
and what is "filthy, disgusting, revolting", "an animal", 
etc..]] 
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From mass culture to world culture.pdf 

Size : 252.959 Kb 
Type : pdf 


FINAL REMINDER - THIS ARTICLE IS ONE 
OF THE THREE OR FOUR MOST 
SIGNIFICANT ARTICLES OF THE 
BOOK The Political in the 20th Century. IF 
YOU'RE GOING TO READ IT, TAKE YOUR 
TIME. I HAVE DELIBERATELY INCLUDED 
A LARGE NUMBER OF ALTERNATIVE 
WORDS AND PHRASES IN PARENTHESES, 
SO IN ORDER TO ABSORB THE MEANING 
OF EVERY SENTENCE FULLY, YOU NEED 
TO READ, GO BACK AND RE-READ. BY 





THE THE END OF THE ARTICLE, YOU 
WON'T REGRET SPENDING THE TIME 
BECAUSE YOU WILL UNDERSTAND - AT 
LEAST IN PART - WHERE "ALL OF THIS 
HAS COME FROM AND WHERE ALL OF 
THIS IS HEADING". NOT GOOD. NO NO NO 
NOT GOOD. 


SCROLL DOWN TO NEXT PDF WHEN AVAILABLE... - AND DON'T WASTE 
YOUR TIME READING MY COMMENTARY OR ENDNOTES. STUDY P.K.'S 
WORDS AND TEXTS AGAIN AND AGAIN. THE MORE YOU STUDY HIM, THE 
MORE YOU LEARN! 

[[Another "Thank GOD I was alive to 
read this article" by P.K.. 

INCOMPARABLE STUFF! ONE OF A 
KIND!]] 

[[See, you fucking disgusting, filthy, 
revolting, ultra-ugly RETARDS, this is 
what it boils down to: for the purposes of 
Science, one can talk about "classical 
conservatives" and "individualistic 
cosmopolitans", etc., etc., etc., BUT AS 
SOON AS YOU SFNGLEOUTAND 
TARGET STRAIGHT WHITE CHRISTIAN 
AND OR SECULAR OR ATHEIST 




































MEN. THEN THE FUCKING GLOVES ARE 
OFF fmetaphoricallv speaking, of course 

- with NO normative-ideological-political 
pro gramme whatsoever being 
advocated, suggested or otherwise 


su pported). AND IF WE DO SOME 


RESEARCH INTO 

FACTS, GUESS WHICH 

GROUP OF PEOPLE IS 

GROSSLY 


DISPROPORTIONATELY OVER¬ 
REPRESENTED IN A WHOLE RANGE OF 


(significant as to Hegemony and other 
forms of Power and Influence) SOCIETAL 


FIELDS AND ELITE-LEVEL 


POSITIONS? GUESS WHO, ANIMALS - 


INCLUDING THROUGH PRIMITIVE 
SECRET SOCIETY NETWORKING, WHICH 
IS VERY EASY TO OBSERVE WHEN 


SOMEONE IS "UP-CLOSE"? AND GUESS 
WHICH COUNTRY SHUTS TIGHT AND 


SEALS ITS BORDERS WHILST EUROPEAN 
COUNTRIES "AREN'T ALLOWED TO"? 


ENOUGH IS ENOUGH, ANIMALS, AND IF 
WHITE MEN ARE FEMINO-FAGGOTISED 












































TO THE POINT WHERE THEY CAN'T DO 
THE JOB, 

HAN MAN AND OR HINDU 
MAN AND OR APE MAN 
AND OR 111 MAN ARE 
GOING - SOONER OR LATER 

-TO 

DO THE /OR !!!]] 


[[The stranglehold mass culture and "I shop, I 
consume shit, therefore I am (femino-faggotised, Zio- 
lobotomised, Afro-Otherised, etc.)" has over society 
means, that only if the material-social-economic 
preconditions of mass democracy are shaken to the 
core and or massive (geo)political upheaval 
eventuates, is their any "hope" for Change. 
Unfortunately, though, that "hope" is not something 
you can believe in with any confidence, because any 
New States of Affairs, Might just actually be Ape- 
Anomic States of Affairs. Which would make things 
Much Worse than what they are Today.]] 

[[Don't miss P.K.'s explanation of "from mass culture 
to world culture"! It'll open your eyes, and if you have 
any sense of your Ancestors and you are not (yet) 
FULL-SPECTRUM ZIO-LOBOTOMISED AND DE- 


























RACINATED you will start shouting DEATH TO 
SATAN!!! DEATH TO SATAN!!! DEATH TO SATAN!!! 
(And you will also understand how e.g. the Iranian- 
Persian Elite feels - which does not of course mean you 
have to be on their side. You can still be on your side, 
but you will understand as a Scientific Observer of 
Human Affairs that Every Side has its own "SATAN").]] 


[[AND for those who want to "bring about Change" - no 
matter in which direction - you can be certain that 
current globalised or world society is never going to 
Stand Still, and there will be Strife-a-Plenty over the 
coming decades, THAT'S FOR SURE... the Question is 
What Can you DO - in concrete political circumstances 
of real-world political conflict ("political" understood 
as encompassing all normative-values struggles in 
society, not just "narrow politics") to Push things in 
your preferred Direction? THAT IS THE REAL 


QUESTION. I'd say that THE FORCES OF SATAN... (and of 


course "my Satan" is very different to my mate Max B's 
"Satan", etc.,)... are still VERY STRONG within what 
remains of the West.]] 
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Final Article f t ^ erea ^ :er '^ ^ t:rans ^ atet ^ e ^ ree ^ e ^ on 

Addendum/Epilogue and upload the complete book near the top of this Page 
without the two "Telos" articles (one published at Telos, the other expected 
(?) to be published at Telos - and if it isn't, I'll translate it sometime in the 
future)) 


"So that the cannibals stay out" 





-A- 

HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHA!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
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So that the cannibals stay out.pdf 

Size : 166.695 Kb 
Type : pdf 


[[UNDERSTAND NOW, IN WHAT SOCIOLOGICAL 
CONTEXT OF MASSIFICATION AND ATOMISATION 
SATAN'S REPRESENTATIVES AS A WELL-ORGANISED 
PRIMITIVE SECRET SOCIETY WITH CENTURIES OF 
EXPERIENCE AND CENTURIES OF WIELDING GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER OVER 
INTERNATIONAL AND THEN MORE GLOBAL BANKING, 
FINANCE, TRADE, AND LATER CORPORATIONS, ETC. (AT 
ELITE LEVEL OF COURSE) CAN RIDE ON AND IN BOTH 
BRITISH AND FRENCH COLONIALISMS-IMPERIALISMS, 
AND THEN ZIO-USA IMPERIALISM OR HEGEMONY (IF 
YOU PREFER), SO THAT WE END UP IN A SITUATION 
WHERE THERE SEEMS TO BE NO WAY OUT BECAUSE 
THE AGE OF SATAN IS TRANSITIONING TO THE AGE OF 
THE APE. IT WILL BE VERY DIFFICULT - IF NOT 
IMPOSSIBLE - FOR WESTERN COUNTRIES TO SALVAGE 
ANYTHING... IF THE CHINESE PLAY THINGS RIGHT VIS-A- 
VIS ZIO-USA, RUSSIA, INDIA, JAPAN,... THE WORLD WILL 
INEVITABLY BID ADIEU TO THE WEST IN THE COMING 
DECADES, AND IF THE WEST DOESN'T SHUT ITS 
BORDERS WATER-TIGHT AND START BREEDING WHITE 
CHILDREN BY THE MILLIONS - OBVIOUSLY ON THE BASIS 
OF PATRIARCHY AND ETHNO-PATRIOTISM -, WHAT 
REMAINS OF WHITE-WESTERN CIVILISATION IS OVER. 





THE APE (AS IRRESISTIBLE AND UNCONTROLLABLE 
ANOMIE) IS COMING, AND ONCE IT GETS GOING, IT 
WON'T BACK DOWN - SO THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
COMPOUND AND BUNKER IS DOOMED AS WELL...]] 

"Exactly when that above-mentioned slogan or saying cropped up or was first- 
formulated, humanistic education (paideia, learning, cultivation) lost precisely 
its final (last) battle against the united forces of the cultural revolution[iJ and of 
the economy, which despite all their opposition (i.e. between the cultural 
revolution and the economy), hit upon the motto that education (paideia, etc.) 
should be put at/in the service of “praxis” and “society”. Thereunder {or. With 
these words), each side (i.e. humanistic education vs. the united (vis-a-vis 
humanistic education) forces of the cultural revolution and the economy) 
understood, incidentally, something different. However, it was easy (not 
difficult) to foresee whose interpretation would prevail (predominate or be 
victorious) [[as between humanistic education vs. cultural revolution/economy - 
to the extent the latter two were united against humanistic education]]. But the 
cultural revolution of the 1960s and the 1970s went deeper (proceeded even 
further). It took up and adopted the basic motifs of the earlier (older) artistic 
avantgarde, and led to {or. paved the way for) “postmodernism” by knocking 
down, wrecking and smashing - through the legitimation of the trivial and 
surrealistic “aesthetic of the flea market (or junk shop)” - the hierarchies of the 
humanistic canon. Parallelly in relation to that, the ideal of the personality, built 
upon these hierarchies, was dissolved and decomposed in order to make way for 
the perception and notion of a fluid, flowing I (Ego) open to all chances, 
possibilities and opportunities of “self-realisation”. The intention was, at the 
same time, emancipatory, however the tangible result was that mental-spiritual 
stances were formed and reinforced which support and interweave with the 
functioning of a mass-producing and mass-consuming mass democracy. 


[j] P.K. is referring to the 1960s and 1970s cultural revolution in Western mass democracies described in his Decline... book, and 
obviously not to the Chinese Cultural Revolution." 


THIS ARTICLE PERFECTLY SUPPLEMENTS THE PREVIOUS ARTICLE, AND REFERS TO JUNGER AND SPENGLER, 
AS WELL AS TO OTHER MATTERS OF POLITICAL INTEREST. IT BASICALLY TELLS US THAT "THE ALMOST (FOR 
NOW) IRON-LIKE LOGIC" OF MASS DEMOCRACY MEANS THAT "LIBERATION" FROM MASS DEMOCRACY AND 
ITS IMPLICATIONS, CONSEQUENCES AND RESULTS IS IMPOSSIBLE WITHOUT CATASTROPHE . WE'RE LOCKED- 
IN AND THERE'S NO HOPE (UNLESS OF COURSE YOU'RE ENJOYING THE CIRCUS AND FREAK SHOW), OTHER 
THAN WORKING WITH WHAT YOU HAVE AND TRYING - ONE WAY OR ANOTHER - TO IMPOSE ORDER. GOOD 

LUCK EVERYONE, AND TAKE CARE! 





DEATH TO SATAN! 


[[In other words, just because I prefer the way the world was c. 1990 or c. 1970 or c. 1950 or c. 1900,... it does not in 
the least mean that my preference can turn back the clock - it can't. The clock moves FORWARD and "control over 
what is going FORWARD" can just as easily get out of control rather than being sort of controlled in an "acceptable" 

direction.]] 


END OF BOOK: 

THE POLITICAL IN THE 20th 
CENTURY. FROM UTOPIAS 
TO GLOBALISATION 


[[It seems to me f 17/9/20181 that this 

pa ge has more than enough material for 

anyone interested in very serious "Food 

for Thought" (covering many different 
an gles outside of and bevond 
conventional ideological thought in the 

"West"), and I'll try not to add anything 

else - at least not too much more - here. 

beyond this date, apart from P.K.'s 3 

remaining articles and Greek edition 

epilogue/addendum 

(two of some major exceptions (the others are further 
down the page): https://slpress.gr/idees/i-igemoniki- 
stratigiki-ton-ipa-kai-oi-ellinikes-fantasioseis/?temp- 

new-window-replacement=true 

+ 

8ev elvairi Tipa)xr| (popaitoo 6 Ma0r|Tf|<; too 
AaaK&Aoo aopTiXr|p(A)V£i£'noiKo8opr|TiKd)<; aoxanoo 
8iapr|voovTair|(paioxiaKd)<; duo xov "OAopitov 
0£paxa nod Oiyovxai £v p£p£i xooAdxurcov Kai ano 

xov Paul Craig Roberts 
(PCR): https://slpress.gr/diethni/epistrefei- 
dynamika-sto-proskinio-o-pyrinikos-polemos/?temp- 

new-window-replacement=true 
a£ t£Xikt| avdAuari, £uxop£0a 6X01 oxi xa Ttupr|viKd 
0a Xeixoopyrjooov Kai itaAi aTtoxp£TtxiKd)<; Kai oxi 
xeXiKU)^ Kaitax; «0a xa ppoov£» R£yc&a<; 






















Kaxaaxo(pd^... av Kai 6 "Av0pamo<; ax; EL8o<;... ki av 
8r|pioupyr|0fj ovxax; x£ Ka'ntpaypaxiKd)*; £l<; 
aivopajcjiKO^ a^a)v paKpo/poviou TTpooTixiKfjf; Kai 
TtXax£ia<; £pP£X£ia<; Kai ai HI1A £mp£vouv £i<; «One 
World ap£<;, pap£<;, Koi)Kouvap£<;» Kai 8£v 
aopap£u0ouv, xox£<; xo ^ava 0££ 

Kwvaxavxctpa: d>AIKEA0K0YK0YA12ITA!! ! 1 

- a reminder that this page includes a 
basic explanation of. and or thoughts 
about, the social phenomena of War and 
f geolpolitical relations, the nation, 
culture and race, and other very 
interesting theoretical and historical 
material such as the significance of the 
Soviet Union for 20th century history, 
the possible impending death of Europe 
and Europeans as they were once 
known, the notion of "racism", 
ideologv/appearance vs. ("behind the 
scenes"! reality, etc., etc., etc, fapart 
from much "insanity"). Getting any 
theoretical benefit from this page 
requires, though, a lot of preparatory 
orientation by studying P.K.'s texts 
carefully, in order for the page to "reveal 
fat least some of! its secrets"!]] 







IGNORE THE REST OF THIS 

PAGE TAND ALL MY 

COMMENTARY IN 
GENERALI IF YOU HAVE 

NOT STUDIED AND 
UNDERSTOOD ALL OF 

P.K. S CORE BOOKS AND 

ARTICLES FIRST!!! YOU 
ARE OTHERWISE WASTING 

YOUR TIME AND WILL 

PROBABLY GET VERY 
UPSET. VERY ANGRY OR 

VERY FRUSTRATED FOR 

NO GOOD REASON! THIS 

SITE DOES NOT SEEK ANY 

SOCIAL AND OR POLITICAL 


















CHANGE WHATSEOVER. 

EVERYBODY MUST OBEY 

THE LAW! CHANGE WILL 

COME FROM THOSE WHO 

WILL CHANGE THINGS 

EITHER TOMORROW. IN 

100 YEARS OR MUCH 
LATER. MY COMMENTARY 

AS DELIBERATELY LOW- 

QUALITY LITERARY 
SATIRE HAS A DIDACTIC 

PURPOSE IN RELATION TO 

P.K/s CORE BOOKS AND 

TEXTS. WHICH MUST BE 

READ. STUDIED AND 
UNDERSTOOD FIRST! SO 


















PON T WASTE YOUR TIME! 

RETURN TO P.K. S TEXTS 

IMMEDIATELY! 
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v6r| | Li« elvai £maxr| ihoviko. 
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this page contains a 
number of outlandish and 

maddening expressions of 

a non-scientific vocabulary 

in order to prove the truth 

of the central Kondvlisian 

axiom that in the final 
analysis, acts and deeds of 


















humans in social relations 

as relations of power and 

identity give meaning to 

words, whether the 
meaning is scientific, or 

propagandistic: not a few 

times, disgraceful, vulgar 

or despicable words and 

phrases "hide" 
scientifically correct 

meaning which is in 
accordance with reality). 

(TsAsuTaia (ki ac pf|v 

clvaifi TEAsuTcda AsEic): 

to spyo TOO 

X«Xkokov8oXoo Korea 99% 


















Tigpmox? sivai 
TtgpiypacpiKO. £^r|yr|TiK6 

Kai pf| KavoviaxiKO. 8f| 
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TiaVXOt). K«l g\?VT|0(ji>C 
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"Otioioc diXei v« 
KaTieXcaaTi Si' ISiouc 
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£voi) Kai t«c pdasic; to>v 

8ijo aKpcav - 8T]Xa8f| va 
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|iif| cnjgxripcac 
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Obviously I'd post this. One comment: I, like P.K., always blame the Greek 
nation first. We Zio-lobotomised ourselves. We chose the path of "easy living" 
and left the Path of Serious Planning and Serious Hard Work. "We've made our 
bed, and so we shall sleep in it", to paraphrase P.K.. See below re: what P.K. 
told our pathetic elite to do... 

https://www.unz.com/proberts/genocide-of-the-greek-nation/7temp-new- 

window-replacement=true 

A Greek Version by an experienced journalist/commentator/analyst who has 
gained the respect of all Greek-language readers with his serious efforts to be 




Objective and always a Realist, never Over-the-Top and Melodramatic. Of 
course, P.K.'s High Theory is at another Level altogether, and cannot usually 
be Transferred by more than about 50% to 70% to the Level of 
Journalism/Commentary/Analysis. That, though, is not the Fault or Problem 
of Journalism, etc.. 

https: //slpress.gr/politiki/protognoro-peirama-koinonikis-mixanikis/?temp- 

new-window-replacement=true 

and also f https://slpress.gr/oikonomia/ta-kerdi-dika-mas-oi-zimies-dikes- 
sas/?temp-new-window-replacement=true ). which is worth reading in light of 
P.K.'s highlighting of the problem of Distribution, and the Michael Lind article 
I've linked below on this page about a kind of "new deal" between labour, 
state and capital as "class compromise". All of these descriptions and or 
(normative-political-ideological] positionings - as the case may be - are within 
the context of realism and not about hair-brained Utopian schemes of 
"Promised Lands" - whether with Liberal or Communistic or Racial or Other 
Religious Symbolism. 

Me aAAa Aoyia, ai Soxucai x&pai 5£v eyoov emAoyri iiapd va ^avairapayoov, 
Kai va ^ava axpaoov abvopa ae epiropio Kai axpv KOKAocpocpia dvOpaymov - 
Kai va aovpOiaoov oi TiAr|0oapoi xooc; va ^ouv ttoAo mo Aixa, Kai ttoAo 
A iyoxepo fiSoviaxiKa. ’Av 5ev xo Kapvoov, Kai av 5ev xa (Bpouv ai Soxucai 
KoPepvfiaei^ g£ Kiva fj Kai 'Poaaaia, 0a yivr| xo EAA NA AHE... 
https://slpress.gr/oikonomia/i-planitiki-aytokratoria-toy-chrimatos/7temp- 

new-window-replacement=true 

[[+ http://ardin-rixi.gr/archives/209477?temp-new-window-replacement=true ]] 


Eopcpowoopev Kai Enao^dvoopev, av Kai poo cpaivexai oxi xa dvayKaia pexpa 
Emxripiaq 5ev piropoov va £p0oov ano xov Koipiapevov 'Hpi-neOapevov Aaov, 
aAAa airo evav necpamapevov AeaTioxriv aav xov 'EAeoOepiov BevdeAov fj xov 
nobxiv, Aoyoo xdpiv, oc; eyei xpv OTio<xrf|pdpv xoo Aaob. Kai 5oaxoxc% AEN 
Siacpaivexai oxiOTTapyei Karroio^ xexoio^ Emxrip xoo Tevoo^: 
http://ardin-rixi.gr/archives/2091037temp-new-window-replacement-true 


Aoaxoxd% Aao^ aKEtpaAoq, 5ev Kavei xfrroxa. ndvxa Trava> dir' oAa xpeia^exai 
pyeaia pe ao(3apo £0vik6 opapa (KaAa xa Aeei 6 ApPavixp^) Kai eOvuco axcSio, 
xa onola Admoov mavxeAdx; - Kai yia xo «£^aip£xiKO», 5ev eipai aiyoopoq. 
Eiyoopa opax; Oiyovxai Kai 6p0d»q moAAa dixppaxa amo xo naxpiayuuco KKE 
(X l X l X l Xl!) ttoo aoxvaKi^ pnEpSebei xeAdax; xo «dKpo5£^io» pc xo «(paaiaxuc6», 
k.o.k.,... aAAa oyi £5d>: 

http://greeknation.blogspot.com/2018/08/blog-post 582.html?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true 


'0 npayapaxucoq Koapo^ eivai aKAppo^ Kai aSiaxaKxoq, Kai xa mpaypaxa 
aiyoopa 0a xsipoxepeijioov yia oAooq. 'H povp cAtt'k; xoo piaoneOapevoo - a<; 
ppv Tioope r\5r\ meOapevoo Kai dTioyopxebaoopev xob^ veooq mob npemei va 
evOappbvovxai - eivai va KpaxpOrj opOio^ oao yivexai, Kai mexpaSaKi, 












TiETpaSaKi, (paaouAi to (paaouAL.... AAAa kl abxo aTraLxeT ao|3app Epyaaia, 
ao(3apo axsSiaapo - ps opapa pgaAiaxLKO - vbv, xoopa, 'i)j£q! 
http://www.kathimerini.gr/981734/opinion/epikairothta/politikh/to- 

stoixhma-toy-eksygxronismoy?temp-new-window-replacement=true 


'0 (bpayKopETipc; augnaTpLmxpqpgdyv, excl Sixmo oxif] Ebpamp Kalp Aool^ 
ell; axsaiv p£ 7i£piaaoT£po dnoAoxapXLKd Ka0£axd)xa TiapExouv £L<; TioAixaq 
£A£D0£pia^ nod AEN nap£xoov xdn£piaaox£po dnoAoxapXLKd p 5 lkx axopixd 
Ka0£ax(dxa. Ano xpv aAApv p£piav opax;, xi va Kava> ps abxac; xac; EAsuOspLac; 
av p naxpiq xd>v ripoyovarv poo AIAAYETAI, xo Tevo^ poo AEN 
ANAIlAPArETAI na'i 6 EAApvLopoc; sivai pSp elc; xpoxidv AOANIEMOY; KAKA 
TA LEMMATA, syoupEv pnxl ell; ETioxpv Xiav SKAHPH. nal p£piKOi-p£pLKOi 
vopi^oov oxl xo 1960 p na'i £axa> xo 1990 0a dnapxoov 6ia navxa. ObSsv pp 
aAp0£ax£pov na'i (3AaKa>5£ax£pov. "Hp0£ p topa xrjc; EniBinSEnE p OY, na'i xa 
11APAMY0IA x£A£La)aav. Elte p Ebparnp 0a ao(3ap£oxp ps dvayvebpiaiv, 
pxxa^d aAAa>v, xpc; OoAxxLKfjq xpq BaaEox;, p 6 ev sivai dvayKalo va £ivai 
anoAoxoq Ka'i «dyvp», aAAa Sev nao£L va xivai pia <t>uA£TLicp Baaiq, KaOdx; 
Eniapq 0a nxpiopLap o(po6pa xov Ma>ap£0avLapo, xov AcppLicavLapo na'i xov 
Amaxiapo, ps SYNOPA <f>P0YPI0Y Kai ps ripoypdppaxa Ma^iKd>v r£vvpa£a>v 
'I0ay£vd»v nal rpyEvaiv Aeokcov (3aa£L FIATPIAPXIAE, nal ps xpv 'EAAaSav va 
aKoAooOp pa^'i na'i ps xpv 'Paiaaiav, elte p Edprnnp TEAEIHXE ax; xo 
2100/2150!!!: 

http://www.kathimerini.gr/982866/opinion/epikairothta/politikh/agaphte- 

xrhsto-giannara?temp-new-window-replacement=true 

'AAAa ettelSp adxoq, 6^ (bpayKocpEpvEL, e'x£l Kai xa 0£TLicd too, na'i xp yvatpLgia 
too g£ xov Mavo, av Sev t<dgva> AaOoc;, Axel Km nanoia npaypaxa aoaaxa: 
http://www.kathimerini.gr/983824/opinion/epikairothta/politikh/h- 

karxhdona-epese-k-gavrogloy?temp-new-window-replacement=true 'H 
aAf|0£ia opax; sivai oxl (paivsxaL oxl p Edpoanp £y£L nepaoEL pSp ell; snoxpv pp 
Edparna'LKp, Km paAAov Aiav aKoxELvp, otiuk; 0a cpavp xac; Enopsva^ SEKaExiac;, 
dcpod e'x£l napaxpaEL ical xov saoxo xp^, Km xpv OsApaLv va (/f|ap... 

[[Kaxa (3a0o^ 6 OpayKocpEpatv £LvaL"Ovxa)q "EAApv, "Ovxooq 'OpoyEvpq! 
r http://www.kathimerini.gr/987451/opinion/epikairothta/politikh/h-pio- 

varvarh-logokrisia?temp-new-window-replacement=true )]] 


For anyone interested in serious arguments against multi-racialist "multi- 
culturalism", or what I call the "Zio-Lobotomy" as a literary persona coming 
from a Time and Place far, far, away, this is a book worth reading - and it does 
not necessarily follow that all the arguments are "perfect" or necessarily 
correct, theoretically and logically-conceptually, i.e. scientifically. BUT they 
are STRONG ARGUMENTS and need to be seriously grappled with on a non- 
ideological basis: 

https://www.eurocanadian.ca/2018/08/canada-in-decay-one-year- 

later.html?temp-new-window-replacement=true 













(I obviously don't share in the optimism regarding meta-political "re-education" and 
societal reversal or "positive" transformation - but that's another matter... which leads 
to a great deal of pessimism... Reality, though, as it Unfolds will Tell... and Have the Final 
Say... Until the Next Final Say... Until...) 


Now, for all you budding Analysts Out There - especially those belonging to 
minor or middle Powers, but not only..., Get this Translated into English, And 
even though it's about Greece (and Turkey, Germany, USA, Israel, etc.), 
Understand how the Analysis works - on the basis of the Analysis of the 
Distribution of State Power in an Anarchic World - GOD BLESS Kenneth Waltz 
for having a BRAIN! - and even if we could debate a, b, c or x, y, z with him, 
overall he deserves Real Recognition - and the issue of Appeasement and 
Deterrence (it requires a proper understanding of the Correlation of Forces 
and what your Real Long-Term Vital Interests are, and if you are a small 
Power, you need to, you must, you have no choice but to,... "play" within a 
particular Middle to Great Power framework)... and LEARN! 
https://slpress.gr/ethnika/i-gonatismeni-ellada-kai-o-mythos-toy-igetikoy- 

roloy-tis/?temp-new-window-replacement-true 


'0 MsAdcqc; MeAexottouAoc;, yevikuk; a^io^ asPaopou (sivai unsp Apaxprjq q 
eBvikou vopiopaxoq, aAAa oyi oav xov A.K., Aoyou xdpiv), Kai yvrnaxq^ xou 
spyou xou ELK., iaxupi^Exai oxi f] 'EAAaq 5ev tipetiei etT ouSev'l Aoyq) va Kivq0rj 
EKxoq xou TiAaiaiou HnA-MB-'IopaqA-AiyuTrrou aKopa ki av q Tsppavia q Kai 
q raAAia Ep0ouv eu; prjlpv ps HIIAuttep ToupKiac; Kai 'Paioaiac; 
( https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zxv6qRx81ak&temp-new-window- 

replacement-true ). "Ioax; q paAAov syci bucaio (syd) aiyoupa 5 ev ^supor) - 
aAAa xo bucaio sivai oxxxiko, bioxi q 'EAAaq av 5 ev Eivai iKavq - Kaxi tiou 
irpocpavax; 5 ev sivai - xdvsi xouAaxioxov Mucpav Aoiav, AvaxoAucqv 0paKqv, 
Bopsiov KuTipov, "Ip(3pov, TeveSov, xo uttoAoitio xrj^ LloAq^ Kai xrj^ Bopsiou 
'HnEipou, loax; Kai AuxiKqv 0paKqv, xo utioAoltio xrj^ Kuirpou Kai apKExaq 
aAAa^ vqoouq, Kai Evaq 0 eo^ ^supsi xi aAAo... ps xq bqpoYpaipiKq-cpuAExiKq- 
£0voAoyiKq Kaxaoxaoiv, Kai EBviKqv-TToAixiapiKqv ouvsibqoiv ysvikok;, siq xa 
Tapxapa... Kai evxo^ xrj^ Euppayiac; xoiauxq^ q xqq avxiaxoixq^ npoqyoupEvq^ 
Eiioxq^. 'Apaye, q Euppayia - oiroia Euppayia - KaAq q avayKaia pnopsT va 
sivai, aAAa s^apxaxai xi Kavsiq sou. Kai Epyovxai axLypai - bid Kanoia Kpaxq 
xouAaxioxov - tiou q dAAayq Euppaxiac; EiupdAAExai av xo Kanoio Kpaxo^ 

Eivai ucavo Kai ^supsi xi Kavsi. 


Me aAAa Aoyia, Eo|3apq 'EAix, 'E0viKq Expaxqyucq, ATioxEAEapaxiKq 
'Opyavcoaq, Aao^ ps Lld0o^ Kai ps 0sAqoq yid AouAsia Kai 'Epyaaia Kai 
AouAsia, Kai yia OiKoyevEia Kai riaxpiba - oAa oaa Aeittouv, Kai oAa oaa 
EKavav ps xov xponov xo bucov xou^ Kai dvoAoya ps xaq auv0f|Ka^ xou^, psxa 
xo Ann, q 'Iantovia, q Noxio^ Kopsa, q EiyKaTioupq, q Kiva,... xd>p£^, at, etu xou 
iiapovxo^ xouAaxioxov, oiyoupa 5 ev diiEiAouvxai ps AiaAuoiv d>oav qpaq Kai 
spac;... Kai Tiavxa ai piKpai Auvapsi^ 5 ev exouv noAAdq q KaBoAou EinAoyd^ q 






TC£p L0cop lcx eAiypdiv, arrAux; Sbvavxai - av eivai ucavoi - va KepSiaouv Kanoiov 
a£(3aapov xd>v iaxupaiv... Kai auxo giropEi evSexogevax; va KaxaaxqaTi xf] 
Siacpopa Zcorj^ Kai Oavaxou Sia xov gucpov 7iaixxr|v, xo movaKi, e'k; xf]v 
MeydAqv EKaKiepav... ( https://slpress.gr/idees/kratos-pano-stin- 
ammo/?temp-new-window-replacement=true ). 

'0 novxLoq giAaei yevucdx; - oxi £v xobxoiq nepi oAoov xtov Tipaypdxwv - XT]V 
yAmaaav xrj^ Koivrj^ Aoyucfje;, Kaxi nob 5ev navxa iaxbei 5ia flovxiouc; Kai... pf] 
riovxiou^... 

http://infognomonpolitics.blogspot.com/2018/Q9/blog- 

post 915.html#comment-form?temp-new-window-replacement-true 

'Av 5ev xocAivayoayr|0oijv q Alav KaAuxepax; £Kxomaxobv oi £v H11A 
Xaxaviaxai, xoxeq ^£xaa£ xo. Kai oaov depopa xqv TioAixiKfiv fiycaiav xqc; 
«'EAAa6oq» - Good Luck with That! 
http://infognomonpolitics.blogspot.com/2018/Q9/blog- 

post 368.html#more?temp-new-window-replacement-true 

chaivcxai oxi - x w P L 9 va ^cupoopcv aKpi(3dx; (pa nox; 0a gnopobaage va 
^£opoop£ aKpipaig) - oxi 6 Trump civai «maap£vo^ x£ Kai apnaygevoc; 
xponov xiva ano xobq opx£i9> ae axcaiv g£ xqv pqxopucfi xou xo 2016, Kai oxi 
TipaxxEi xo «cpobA TTp 6 ypappa» XaxaviKfjq AoPoxogfjq ae TipoaTid0£ia 
5iaKu(3£pvf|a£ax; xob flAavf|xou Sioxi oi TPEAAAMENOI XATANIXTAI g£ xaq 
aaOevcu; (pavxaaid)a£i^ xouq, OcAoov va «KX>(3£pvf|aouv xov oAov IlAavf|xr|v dx; 
ONE WORLD». Ec Aiyo Oaxpsiaaxouv ano "OAov xov IlAavf|xr|v npoaeuxac; 
OTicoq Tudve xa npaygaxa... Kai gqv vopi^exe noxeq oxi «o npo£ 6 poq» Ku(3£pva. 
"Onoioc; £X£i paKpoxpovri ndpa xou ayyAocpoavoo Koagou Kovra arr]v 
s^ovaia, ^£bp£i dKpi(3dx; «ttoIoi» Ku(3£pvoov. A£v Acat «Eaxaviaxaq» xoxaia. 
'AAAo xo Sein/Eivai, Kai aAAo xo Schein/'Emcpaau;... axXaAK 0 K 0 v 6 uAr|! Ti 
aAf|0£iai £X£i9 anoKaAbi|/£i!!! 

https://slpress.gr/diethni/koyzina-rosias-kinas-me-kyrios-quot-piato-quot- 

tis-ipa/?temp-new-window-replacement=true (oaov aepopa xov Obama, 6 
Mearsheimer dx£ - av 6ev Kavat AaOoq - evxunaiaiaaxcT ano xf] axaaiv xob 
«Kaxa xo £v qpiao A£okov» npoeSpov evavxi nepaiaq, aAAa 6 Obama yeviKux; 
dvai UTU£p xob oAou Tipoypdppaxoq EaxaviKfjq Ao(3oxogfj(; xob One World, 
£XOvxa^ npoacpaxax; ^qxqaei yia xqv Kaxapyqaq oAoov xd>v £0viko)v Kpaxaiv 
(nAqv xob ... pepaiooc; (tepaiax;)) 


'Avxe, Kai 6 o 6 anouSaiec; niveAiec; aKopa - Kai xo xcAcoxaio xaiyapo ( 616 x 1 
aiya, aiya, kAeivci abxq f] aeAiq): 

https://slpress.gr/politiki/stalinikoy-charaktira-monodromos-to- 

neofileleythero-kathestos/?temp-new-window-replacement=true 












KOCL 


https://sip ress .gr/idees/i-spatali-elpida-oti-den-piasame- 

akomi-pato/?temp-new-window-replacement=true 

Kai 

https ://www.youtube.com/watch?v=j 71x19icDo8&temp-new-window- 

replacement-true 

MaKdpi va auvExiaouv xa apBpa xa <xnou5dTa cmo xouc; rspovxEc; Eocpouq, oi 
v£oi va 5ia(3d</>uv, va pa0aivouv, Kai psxa va Kavouv o,xi KaAuxspo pnopouv, 
Sloxi xo MeAAov 0a sivai AuokoAo. OeAei tioAu Ayd>va, MsydAri Thjxp. Neoi, 
d(prj(TT£ rd Toiyapa, kovete oiKoyEVEiEi; Kai naiSia! AovXei/jete ZKXrjpa! 
(Hoi) va SeTte non; SovXEi/jav oi yovsiq paq Kai rj Kvp' AyysAa) pov!) Atv 
vnapxovv aXXa nspiQwpia! 


('Av Kai 5 ev iaxusi - ttoxe 5ev xa AspE oXa... avxio! IlEa' xpv TpayouSapa aou 
MTAxo! 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=p33F10YkIok&temp-new-window- 

replacement=true ) 


O psv Aadi; £EipnsKiKa va Kapvrj, aipov Tiptira ipya^Erai oKXrjpa, 
KapvEL naiSia, Kai KparaEi to KEipaXi tov WrjXa. Oi Se jtoXltlko'l Kai rj 
eX'lt el<; fiapoq tov "EOvovq Kai Ttj<; TlaTpiSoq £EipnEKiKa Sev 
ETUTpEnovTai va Kapvovv jtote! Alotl rj AovXsia r ovq Eivai nspav KaOE 
$EipnEKLKOv Kai navrjyvpiopov. Eivai i) AovXsia dXwv tmv AovXeimv, rj 
’AnoXvToq EvOvvrj Kai ZopapoTijc;. 'H AovXsia nov IlOTE AEN teXekovei! 


[['EmxpETiExai Kai ev ap0po aKopp! 

To 5uc6 paq Tip6(3Appa sivai - elxe Kpaxpaouv xa pvia ai HFIA eixe xouq xa 
XaAapooaoov xaq ETiopEva^ SsmExiaq, Tudx^ 0a EmpicoaoupEv; Ti Eyoops 
KapvEL spsl^ va axa0oup£ axa TioSia paq Kai va ppv 5iaAu0oup£v daxcxax; 
EopoxEpoo (SiapopcpatpEvou) yEooTToAixiKoij TiAaiaiou; 
https://slpress.gr/idees/poioi-sthrizoun-ta-skopia-kai-giati/7temp-new- 

window-replacement=true ] ] 


Find the English version of this article 

here: http://www.voltairenet.org/auteur29.html?lang=en&temp-new- 
window-replacement=true when it is available. It's inter alia about the so- 












called "Rumsfeld-Cebrowski" strategy, or in other words, the Zio-plans for 
"Chaos" which I've heard *t****OR talk about, so I suppose "Get Smart" was a 
prophetic Tribal Warrior TV show. In any event, even if you think a lot or all of 
it is not plausible, it's worth comparing to P.K.'s analyses and other serious 
analyses - and at the very least it is "Food for Thought" stuff: 
http://infognomonpolitics.blogspot.com/2018/Q9/blog- 

post 649.html#more?temp-new-window-replacement=true 

I personally don't have the time to read this book, but for English-language 
readers of this site (if any), this "sounds like" a fairly interesting book, and 
might be more than worth reading! - though obviously I cannot say to what 
extent it constitutes historical science, even though it appears from the review 
that there is at least an attempt to achieve historical science: 
https://vdare.com/articles/michael-hart-s-the-rise-and-fall-of-the-united- 

states-an-indispensable-history-for-the-historic-american-nation?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true 

The reason I'm linking this article is because it raises a 
number of important issues such as race, average IQ, 
criminality, an ability to perform tasks,... but far more 
importantly from the point of view of formerly 85%-95%+ 
relatively White European(-based) countries, is the 
question of to what extent a nation can remain a nation 
notwithstanding significant racial changes incl. as regards 
the kinds of racial changes, and, to what extent can a 
nation preserve a fairly high or at least recognisable level 
of Western and its own ethnological-cultural continuity 
and identity under migrat(i)o(na)ry and other pressures. 
All these issues are of tremendous scientific interest for a 
real sociologist and historian, and obviously not for a ZIO- 
lobotomised, or any other kind of lobotomised, 

IDEOLOGUE (who invariably knowingly or unwittingly 
want to normatively and ethically support GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE crystal (lisation)s, accumulations 
and concentrations of forms of Power in the hands of an 
elite of a particular GROUP and or GROUPS, as the case 
may be) - and the Reality is that there are NO EASY 







ANSWERS or EASY "CURES". What is certain is that there 
is always going to be Change to Cultural Content and 
eventually to whom the Elites are, but there will also 
always be Formal-Typical Continuity in Relations, 
Interactions, Friend-Foe Spectrum forms of Co-operation 
and Conflict, Potential and Real Violence, the Levels of 
Social Cohesion and Social Order in respect of the Levels of 
various kinds of Crime and Anomie, and a whole host of 
other matters. So, enjoy your reflections, deliberations and 
contemplations: 

https://www.amren.com/features/2018/Q9/a-racial- 

introduction-to-chile-part-iii/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 


THIS NEEDS TO BE 
ADDRESSED: 

Humans are both "Genes/Nature" and 
"Environment/Culture", or, both "Drives 
(Urges, Impulses)" and "Social 
Relations/Society". In reality, you cannot 
separate the one from the other (though 
Society comes first, since animals can have 





society and no individual human (= the 
evolutionary outcome of an 
animal/animals) can exist without some 
sort of social reference - see The Political 
and Man, and of course the greatest part of 
Nature is non-human Nature, etc.). In 
theory qua scientific theory and not qua 
ideology (i.e. the logically consistent 
explanation of Reality in accordance with 
empirical reality and without any 
normative positioning), Nature and Culture 
are separated in the thought processes of 
theoretical abstraction, theoretical 
comparison, etc., BUT - and this is crucial - 
every concrete social-human phenomenon 
studied must be studied without any a 
priori expectation of the extent to which 
Nature or Culture is at play 
- both are always at inter-play, inter-action, 
inter-relation in and as a matter 
of REALITY (of course, when the death of 
the individual occurs the biological constant 
of Death has the final say, but only from the 
moment of Death) - YET the tendency to 



monocausal or monocausally-leaning 
reductionism is a SURE SIGN that someone 
is trying to SLIP IN an ideological way of 
thinking and related normative programme 
of some sorts. THAT'S FINE if your 
objective is a political-ideological 
programme, which must take place in 
ordinary social life in any event, but it's 
UNACCEPTABLE if you are seeking STRICT 
SCIENTIFIC KNOWLEDGE. 

At the end of the day, the West (and in 
particular the mostly Protestant and or 
(later) Secular Central and Northern 
European and North American "West") 
conquered (others) and innovated itself to a 
point of DILUTING ITS OWN COLLECTIVE 
to such a degree through massification, 
atomisation, secularisation, 
industrialisation, urbanisation, 
feminisation, world wars. Hedonism, 
consumerism, monetarisation, faggotisation 
(homosexualism, "degeneracy"), etc., etc., 
etc., that it has become almost totally ZIO- 
LOBOTOMISED, i.e. it has let a Parasitical 



Flea/Vulture-like Primitive Secret Society 
or Group/Tribe increasingly wield 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of 
Power (at elite level, esp. over the last 
century and a half, roughly), and is now 
faced with EXTINCTION (which will also 
affect that Group - whether they realise it or 
not...). 

China, has achieved high levels of written 
and elite civilisation, and did so, without 
industrialisation etc.. The logical end point 
of industrialisation etc., is the End of 
Humanity, because it SUCKS TOO MANY 
RESOURCES out of the Planet, Destroying 
the Planet, with the Return of the Ape as 
Hightened or even Out-of-Control Anomie a 
more than distinct possibility, etc.. In other 
words, it would have been much better if 
the High IQ "individualists" of the West had 
stayed on their Estates or in their Towns, 
and the Peasantry in and around their 
Villages. Reality, of course, proceeded and 
went Elsewhere, we are now HERE, and 
things are NOT GOOD. NO NO NO, NO, NOT 



GOOD . (In other words, it would have been 
BETTER to be "genetically less intellectually 
creative", because such "intellectual 
creativity" DID NOT CONSIDER THE 
HETEROGONY OF ENDS !!! - that's why we 
Orthodox have our (relatively static) Rural- 
Communitarian-Spiritual Ideal (without any 
participation whatsoever of the Satanic 
Circus Monkey - SATAN, BE DAMNED, 
CURSED AND ANATHEMATISED]'.'.), which of 
course is now Fantasy Land and is simply 
an Ideal... a Dream... no longer Possible, but 
nonetheless a Dream... (see below e.g. re: 
Tarkovsky)) 

https://vdare.com/articles/dysgenics-and- 

low-creativity-whv-china-can-t-save- 

civilization?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 









AND THIS APPLIES TO ALL PEOPLES AND ALL 
SOCIETIES: 


“A nation can survive its fools, and even the ambitious. But it cannot 
survive treason from within. An enemy at the gates is less formidable, for 
he is known and carries his banner openly. But the traitor moves amongst 
those within the gate freely, his sly whispers rustling through all the alleys, 
heard in the very halls of government itself. For the traitor appears not a 
traitor; he speaks in accents familiar to his victims, and he wears their face 
and their arguments, he appeals to the baseness that lies deep in the hearts 
of all men. He rots the soul of a nation, he works secretly and unknown in 
the night to undermine the pillars of the city, he infects the body politic so 
that it can no longer resist. A murderer is less to fear.” 

— Marcus Tullius Cicero 



Advice to young people: 

On the internet everything is [[(potentially)]] policed 
(everyone knows where the internet started!). The Eye in 
the Sky sees Everything (inch "private" emails and other 
"private" communications), whether it is the Tribal 
Panopticon or The Real Eye or Some Other Eye. There is 
Always at Least One Eye in the Sky Watching (not to 
mention the Ear in the Sky or the Tribal Acousticon which 
knows or can know everything you say in e.g. a Skype Call 
(cf. FFC's The Conversation^ 1974)). So be modest. Be 
humble. The Reality is we know NOTHING. Those who 
KNOW as a matter of PRAXIS are those who make and take 
the Decisions. Information may not be, or rather is not, 
Deliberately False All of the Time, but it certainly is some 
or most of the Time. At the end of the day, us little people - 
even if you're the greatest thinker of all time in the social 
sciences - i.e. P.K., are nothing. So even if I get around to 
translating Prof. Mazis's article about STRATFOR (which, 
on one reading, is absolutely hilarious!!!), we are not 
making any Difference. Read about STALINGRAD. Learn 
about STALINGRAD. Study STALINGRAD. If you are 
Orthodox, go to Church and Light a Candle. Thank the 
Virgin Mary for Everything and Believe in Christ, Orthodox 
Style (Anathema to the Papists and the Protestants and all 



the other Unbelievers /). Pray to all the Orthodox Saints for 
STALINGRAD. Support your Tribe - and if you can't do 
anything for your Tribe (because in the Real World, it pays 
not to be a Dreamer, but to be a Realist), keep your Tribe 
in your Heart. Always your Tribe. Never Satan. Never the 
Satanic Circus Monkey. Never Temptation. Always Be 
Modest. Be very, very, very humble. Fatherland, Religion, 
Family. Not only do we not know it all, WE KNOW 
NOTHING. 

[[By the way, "getting there" in international affairs could mean decades or longer, or 
NEVER. Powers struggle with one another - if one is able to step back and see the Flow 
of History in Long Historical Context - over Decades and Centuries. That's why the 
Science of Man and the Scientific Observation of Human Affairs always start, must start, 
with History. And something funny: I read somewhere that the Collapse of the Soviet 
Union was not a chance or coincidental matter. Does that mean that Beetroot Head was, 
i.e. became, an agent/operative/spy for another country? Also, about nearly 30 years 
ago when I was a "Trotskyist", I read Tribal Warrior Isaac Deutscher's biography of 
Stalin, and from what I can remember, it was a pretty good read!]] [[And never forget, 
all mass slaughters in History, are in their own way "holy, sacred" events, as is the 
killing of just one human, or even non-human animal - they go against the drive all 
humans (and other animals) have for self-preservation and for Life. Particularly moving, 
though, is when young men go to War and sacrifice everything for their Collective, 
whilst other men "call the shots" (it can't be done any other way, because that's the way 
it has to, and can only, be done). These Super Heroes - millions throughout history - are 
White, Black, Brown, Yellow and all colours under the Sun. 1 acknowledge all of them, no 
matter on which side they fought, and may their memory be kept alive in everyone's 
hearts - and of course thereafter it is up to every Tribe to mourn their own Dead. And all 
of that doesn't mean that anyone should accept Invasion and Conquest, Burglary, Crime 
etc.. He who defends the Fatherland and or Hearth and Home and or his own and other 
innocent people's Person in that sense, can know of no-one more Righteous than 
Himself.]] 


GENERAL NOTICE: 

This Site wishes All Peoples all over the World All the Best. 
This Site does not want or support War. P.K.'s work proves 
the inevitability of war, but not the inevitability of a 
specific war (incl. asymmetrical wars, etc.). This Site 



acknowledges that Citizens of a Particular Country must 
Respect and Acknowledge and Support (or at least not act 
against) the Country of which they are a Citizen, and 
always wishes that the Leaders of all Countries act with 
Prudence, Wisdom and Foresight. Human Folly and 
Human Lobotomy lead to the Wanton, Cruel and Horrific 
Destruction of Humans and the Planet (not that Science 
cares - but that's a different matter). A continuous Series 
of Being Amended and Amendable, Being Renewed and 
Renewable Agreements of and betwixt the Major Powers 
is the Only Way Out. There is no Other Way Out. Even if 
One Major Power wins a Major War, it will be Major 
Pyrrhic. Anything within this Site "interpreted" as 
supporting one Power or Another is a WRONG 
INTERPRETATION (though deep down the Tribal Literary 
Persona only Cares about Hellenism and Rhomiosini 
surviving - as every Tribesman deep down only Cares 
about his tribe/Tribe). Any "controversial" statements or 
assertions are the words of a fictitious literary persona, 
incl. WAKE-UP CALLS to all concerned within the context 
of literary satire, or they are the product of a Mad Mind of 
a Mad Man who has gone totally INSANE! At the end of the 
day, every single country and every single people have 
produced tremendous examples of Culture, at the very 
least to the people who produced that Culture. Why not 
keep things that way? There is ABSOLUTELY NOTHING to 
gain by having The Satanic Circus Monkey controlling 
more and more and more of World Culture with its 
Lobotomised Insanity and its Insatiable Hunger for 
Reducing Everything to Standardised Products of Hate and 
Excrement in the Hunt for more and more and more 
Profits. Whilst Science does not judge such phenomena, 
the Peoples of the World who want their own Cultures 



CONDEMN SATAN and its vile, disgusting, hateful, 
revolting HYPER-IMPERIALISTIC SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY!!! 


A more or less consistent Realist, but especially an 
absolutely consistent Realist - esp. if he loves his Country 
with all the passion of his Heart - is going to be accused of 
being a Traitor, or of siding with Traitors. For the 
Ideologue, esp. if the Ideologue is a Nut-Job, is so blinded 
by his Ideas that Reality passes in front of him every day 
and he sees Fantasy. He sees Phantoms and Phantasms. He 
can be even Sicker than Don Quijote. Anyone who knows 
the rudiments, let alone the details, of History, knows that 
there is a Time for Expansion and a Time for Consolidation 
and a Time for Securing one's Position whilst Managing 
the Fall. The Fall can take place over centuries, but it can 
come Much Quicker. Where are the Romans today? Where 
are the Eastern Romans? Where are the Ancient 
Egyptians? Where are the Mongolians? Where are the 
Sumerians? Where the Babylonians? Where the Hittites? 

where is Moctezuma? where the Indian Chiefs? 
Where is Britain the Great? And France? 
Carthage? Where the Aborigines? A Realist 
who loves his Country Fears Least of All His 
Own - no matter how Vicious his Own are - 
because it is his own Country's Future 
which is at Stake. Has anyone today ever 



read and studied carefully Marcus Aurelius? 
Or is that just "historical" and "white" and 
"patriarchal" and of no relevance? 


A Diplomat has to Hide what he is thinking 
at least some of the Time, if not Most of the 
Time. A Mad Man Thinks and Says whatever 
he Wants whenever he Wants, Caring not 
for Diplomacy or even Civility. 


A conversation with P.K. in the After Death 
Land: 

When Baruch got up to go to the toilet, 
because Baruch like everyone else has 
needs too, I approached Panagiotis - going 
past a corner in which Immanuel sat talking 
softly to (it's hard to believe, in fact 
impossible, but it's true) Julien, and Socrat. 
to the Marquis, with Plat, and David in the 



cave below), to protest that he spent too 
much time talking to Baruch and Thomas 

and Niccolo and Carl and Vilfredo and Emile and 

Georg generally avoided Arist. and 
Thucyd. - he was too much in awe of them; 
and even though he loved both Karl and 
Max, the three of them (Panagiotis, Karl and 
Max) - who all actually were very, very fond 
of one another, argued too much, so 
Panagiotis avoided Karl and Max most of 
the time too - though Karl and Max were at 
it (conversing, that is) hammer and tongs, 
day and night...), and Panagiotis grabbed me 
by the arm and said to me: "Now listen here 
you Dirty Filthy Peasant! What have you 
ever achieved in your pathetic life, you Lazy 
Dumb Bastard? I've known Baruch since I 
was 14, and you do not have even the 
tinniest conception of the way his mind 
works, you fucking Dumb Fuck and 
miniscule Pea Brain! So Piss Off and Leave 
Us ALONE!". I was a bit taken aback, in fact 
more than slightly shocked, by his 
viciousness, and when I turned around 



Werner C., Reinhart and Raymond were 
laughing at me, and Friedrich, having 
already pissed himself from that side¬ 
splitting laughter of his, was already in the 
toilet, having pushed Baruch out, ordering 
him to go back to talking to P.K. again. At 
least I was reminded of where I stood; and I 
have never forgotten since then where I 
shall always stand. 

[[P.S. The Marquis had initially taken Socrat. down to the Dungeon next to the Cave, but 
Socrat. just as he was about to say: "One thing I do know is that I don't know!", thought 
that The Marquis was actually Uglier than him and that the marquis had never fought in 
any Wars for his Fatherland, so he Grabbed the marquis by the Balls and took him back 
Upstairs and the Amusement began in Earnest (Socrat. knows full well that he has never 
lost a Dialogue EVER, and he wasn't about to LOSE to this Filthy, Smelly, Ultra-Stinky 
Piece of French Merde)... And when Karl and Max's conversations - Panagiotis was not 
in the slightest bit interested - turned to Theories of Zio-Lobotomy, Werner S., Martin 
and Carl S. were called to join in, and The Exposure to the Truth... (Friedrich: I could 
have told you that! Why didn 'tyou Ask ME!...)... simply Confirmed what Everyone KNOWS 
AS CERTAIN FACT in the After Death Land.]] 


Even 1', the Last Man Standing, Tell YOU, Satan, and your 
disgusting Satanic Circus Monkey, there are Countless Other 
Men Standing, Standing for Other Groups. 



The ideal type of mass democracy with its analytical- 
combinatory thought figure, means that P.K.'s work either 
is left to disappear, or if it is presented "naked" or plain, 
necessarily gets absorbed by those who will absorb it 
partially, and keep only what is of use to them, and then 
present it mutilated, crippled and spasticated/grossly 
deformed as what it isn't (inch by Satanic Circus Monkey 
People). Hence, I had no choice but to "go nuts". P.K.'s 
work - the strictly descriptive-explanatory part of his 
work, without any normative suggestions or connotations 
- is about 99% of his oeuvre, and belongs to nobody, but 
Science. If P.K.'s work cannot help the biological and 
cultural legacy of his parents and grandparents, and of my 
grandparents and great-grandparents, then it was and is 
all pointless, anyway. Past and Present Reality will take 
care of Present and Future Reality, with or without Us. 


On Propaganda and Social Disciplining: 

The dominant values and ideologem(e)s/ideology of every 
society are reinforced by forms of propaganda - which can 
be combined with religious belief and or entertainment, 
whether it is e.g. from the pulpit, the theatre (the 
travelling theatrical troupe), or, from the GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY Zio-controlled and or influenced 
Mass Media and forms of Zio-Lobotomised Mass 
Entertainment in the mass-democratic West (arising from 
and built upon about two centuries (or more) of 
(exclusively, mostly or largely non-Zio, mostly but 



certainly not always Protestant-led) progressive 
massification, atomisation, urbanisation (heightened 
mobilisation), secularisation, and later - with much greater 
Zio-USA input - feminisation, and then faggotisation, full 
spectrum commodification and monetarisation, mass 
Kitsch, Other Worship; plug that hole with that, change 
that with that; we stay elites but the rest go up and down 
and round and around - based on "performance" and 
"efficiency", etc., etc., etc.). There are also phenomena such 
as demotic/folk culture as opposed to state-directed 
Educational Indoctrination tying into Mass Media Brain 
Washing and Fully Lobotomised Mass Retardism (with all 
its GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE Zio-input in our day 
(over say the last 60 or so years), given the percentage of 
"Professors" "setting the agendas" in "elite Universities" - 
and of course Revilo Oliver, par exemple, was the one who 
was "mad"... OK... good one, I'll believe that just 
becauseyou said so - it doesn't mean he was always right, 
but he was probably right a lot more than what most 
people could possibly comprehend... (to me, it's no 
coincidence the Dylan succeeded Seeger (and overtook 
Baez), for instance; from folk roots (cf. Leadbelly, Robeson, 
Guthrie, Lomax) to "times they are a' changing" and 
"blowin' in the wind" (and e.g. Beatles, and Yoko, and 
Black Sabbath and Grandmaster Flash, etc., etc., etc.,)... it's 
very symbolic actually re: the 1960s and 1970s cultural 
revolution... - and nobody said that Foucault and Derrida 
were **** or that the vast majority of "Professors" were 
**** - we said GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE input 
combined with other fields as mentioned below where 
there is also GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE input...)... 
creating a Web or Mesh or Network or Matrix of HATE and 
FILTH and LOBOTOMY and GROSSLY 



DISPROPORTIONATE concentrations, crystal(lisation)s 
and accumulations of forms of Power incl. BIG MONEY 
Wealth, etc.,... In any event, regarding the social 
disciplining - apart from the Courts, Gaols, Fines, etc., there 
is also the pillorying, which today happens - apart from at 
massified-atomised community level - through the 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY controlled and our 
influenced or simply participated in, Zio-Mass Media (just 
observe the number of Satanic Circus Monkey People in 
the Mass Media (as well as on the benches of the Superior 
Courts of Record, Billionaires, Government Policy 
Advisers, Big Money Donors to Political Parties, even in 
certain cases, Government Ministers, etc.) compared to 
their percentage of the overall population - it's absolutely 
"unbelievable stuff - and it "just happened", and never 
through Primitive Secret Society Networking, Nepotism, 
Collusion; Oh, No! Tt can't be that, because all of them are 
so nice, kind, erudite, sophisticated, cosmopolitan, 
nuanced, and cosmopolitan again... (many are, though 
that's not the point here!)... and see what happens when 
someone calls someone - admittedly in a very crude racist 
fashion - a "******" ; 0 r when someone is Jeremy Corbyn 
(HAHAHAHAHA!!!), and the pillory that someone 
undergoes in the mass media, whereas the concrete trend 
of the "population shift" towards the potential (auto- 
)genocide form of Hyper-Racism of being e.g. once 90% of 
the population to heading towards 40% of the population 
is "celebrated" as positive...). Consider also that both "main 
sides of politics" are basically variations on a Theme of 
Western mass democracy (Neo-Psycho-Cons vs. Dem- 
Tards), and who the Big Money Donors and Party 
Participants GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY are, etc.,... 

In any event, when my people had their society, this is 



what happened, inter alia, in terms of social disciplining, 
pillorying, etc.: 

http://infognornonpolitics.blogspot.com/2018/08/blog- 

post 748.html#more?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 

And obviously when the Aborigines or American Indians 
had their societies, they did all of the above, their way(s]... 
The point is, though, that the same basic characteristics - 
in many different manifestations admittedly - exist in all 
societies, i.e. elements of Hierarchy, elements of Equality, 
Circles of Elites or at least a Big Chief and or some Elders, 
Forms of Propaganda, i.e. ideational and ideological 
influence, and Forms of Social Disciplining - so that a large 
"chunk" of the population simply follows and agrees with 
what social behaviours and life stances are to be 
reinforced, without the need to have recourse to actual or 
much physical violence (in other words, the "agency" 
argument - just like the "conspiracy" argument and the 
"childhood trauma" argument (see below re: 
psychopathologising), and all the other Zio-Retarded 
"arguments" - is further Talmudic Sophistry, or more 
accurately: Endless Verbal Diarrhoea... you're wasting 
your time "arguing" with them - they are The Missing Link 
People, par excellence, so forget about it...]. So, really what 
makes up the sociological difference is the Social Content, 
e.g. rural-based society with most people living very 
frugally or simply in "poverty" vs. urban-based 
Consumerist (hyper-monetarised) Society... and who the 
Elites are, who sets the Tone... And that's where 
the ABSOLUTE DISGUSTcomes in - and all culture and 
values are ultimately, when fully theoretically abstracted, 
"irrational" as initial De-cision, then rational as 
Rationalisation and Justification, subjective aesthetic 





matters of Taste (there is no reason I should followy life 
stance over z life stance apart from relations of forms of 
Power tied to forms of Identity related to Groups and 
Individuals...)... but that ABSOLUTE DISGUST, which those 
relatively in GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of 
relative Power try to "explain" by psycho-pathologising 
those who feel DISGUSTED, when they are just as, if 
not more "psycho" themselves in their ABSOLUTE 
DISGUST at the thought of losing their GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE relative forms of relative Power!!! A- 
HAHAHAHAHAHA!!! (all, nearly all, or most humans as 
groups and or individuals who have x forms of Power 
either want to keep x forms of Power or acquire x forms of 
Power Plus, etc. relative to other humans as groups and or 
individuals),... is also the Locus for the Change to Come - 
Eventually - if not Tomorrow, then the Day after 
Tomorrow, or the Day after That (e.g. in more than 100 
years) - and not by those who one might expect to Change 
things today, but by Others... AND THEN THE SLAUGHTERS 
WILL (probably or perhaps) BEGIN ONCE AGAIN... Because 
just like things don't "just happen" re: social 
phenomenon A, they don't "just happen" re: social 
phenomenon B... and that has a lot of (20th century 
(1920s-1940s), and not only) historical meaning as well... 
[[And for anyone interested in the strictly scientific 
explanation of the above - and not the emotional-Tribal- 
biassed "explanation" (which in its own way is sort of, 
kind of right and definitely not fully wrong) - you need to 
study very carefully: Power and Decision; Science, Power 
and Decision; The Political and Man, but also 
crucially: Conservatism (Konservativismus 1986) and The 
decline of the bourgeois thought form and life form. The 
liberal modern era and the mass-democratic postmodern 



era[ Der Niedergang der biirgerlichen Denk- und 
Lebensform. Die liberale Moderne und die 
massendemokratische Postmoderne 1991} - and I am 
many, many, many,... years away from having the second 
half of the The Political and Man and the latter two books 
fully translated...]] (TIP: Science may not care that things 
are the way they are, but Science also does not care if 
things change from being the way they are...}... [[Further 
Tip: P.K.'s two major Histories of Ideas ( The European 
Enlightenment and The new-times critique of metaphysics), 
are in my view, The First Port of Call to actually try to 
fully understand the above-mentioned books in all their 
implications. And for me to translate those two histories 
fully - apart from the above-mentioned yet to be 
translated two and one half books, as well as Theory of 
War - I'd need to functionally live for about another thirty 
to thirty-five years,... and the odds are not in my favour... 
HAHAHAHAHA!!!]] (Third Tip: Why the Fuck do you 
Cretins and other people think Heidegger and Schmitt - 
both of whom came under absolutely justified theoretical 
fire by P.K. - remained "Silent" until their deaths... what do 
you think they witnessed in German Universities? That is 
to say, what percentage of the overall population was of a 
particular Group and what percentage of Elite-Level 
"Professors" were members of that Group? And what 
percentage the Big Money Businessmen, Bankers, Lenders, 
Financial Instruments People? And Mass Media Owners? 
And "Cabaret" Promoters and Impresarios? And? And how 
many millions of proletarian and peasant/farmer Germans 
who were just humble people were killed and or bombed 
or maimed and or raped in the Second World War and its 
Aftermath - notwithstanding all the many, many, many 
millions of innocent deaths the Germans were responsible 



for find, my two grandfathers (iTiupiScnv, BaaiAsiot;) and 
indirectly one of my grandmothers (EucnraBia), as well as 
one of my great-grandfathers (EuaxaBioc;) in the First 
World War) throughout all of Europe? And who were even 
members of a particular Political Party because they 
always (try to) get involved across the whole political 
spectrum or anywhere forms of Power accumulate, 
crystallise and concentrate, in GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE numbers?... You see, there is no such 
thing as simply "Good vs. Evil". That is what every one of 
the Sides wants others to believe... and the Version 
attached to the relatively more powerful - always 
remembering that Power in Culture is mostly Ideational 
and Ideological, as forms of influential dominance, 
authority, etc., rather than Physical (violence, etc.) - is 
what seems to most to be True... until the Balance of 
Power/the Correlation of Forces Changes... and then... 
HAHAHAHAHAHA!!!)... and I've written this many times: 
for as long as "I shop, I consume, therefore I am" 
continues, and the vast majority of people are more or less 
content with that arrangement, then "the Ship Sails On"... 
but if External Blows to, and or Internal Ruptures in, the 
Body Politic Ensue... things could Change Dramatically and 
Drastically... be it in a few decades from now, or long 
after... and of course, if you can understand what I'm 
saying - and even if you agree - it does not mean you 
should abandon your Group and its dominant ideology, 
etc.. It just means that now you know... and it can be a 
matter of pleasure, in fact, great pleasure, to know... or it 
can be A Living Hell... HAHAHAHAHAHA!!! - So, 
"psychological states" are what all people have to deal 
with, and if you think about it, the most Useless People to 
have Ever Walked the Face of this Earth are Psychologists 



and Psychiatrists... because nobody On Top of Things 
Mentally EVER EVER EVER NEEDS THEM!!! (And that's 
part of the Reason why Organised Religions used to 
Dominate people's Thoughts Worlds - so basically DUMB- 
FUCK, you traded in the Virgin Mary or whatever else was 
your group's Cup of Tea, for a *** (and his pills}!!! Are you 
fucking OK? Are you NORMAL/"NORMAL"? Well Done! 
Ten Points!!! HERE, Have a Prize!!! It'll make you feel 
Better!!! And the Question of Urges incl. "Deviant Urges" 
which a few or even more people can have, was dealt with 
very successfully in terms of GROUP REPRODUCTION for 
thousands of years - i.e. Social Disciplining went through 
"Normalcy" and "Deviance" was kept underground and 
out of the public arena, and or co-existed as a secondary 
and or peripheral social phenomenon vis-a-vis 

patriarchy )_ Now that "Deviance" has a "Place 
in the Sun" watch Society - if you live long 
enough - GO PLACES!!! REAL MEN FROM 
{WITH SPIRIT) OUTSIDE OF THIS SOCIETY 
ARE WAITING TO RE-ASSERT ORDER IF 
YOU WON'T YOURSELVES (AND A NOT 
INSIGNIFICANT NUMBER IS ALREADY IN...) 
- whether that happens in a few decades, or 
much later... IT WILL HAPPEN... or 
OTHERWISE, TOTAL JUNGLE-APE- 
CHAOS...)... [[In other words the "Deviance" 
model of society fits very nicely within 
Hedonistic Western Mass Democracy in its 



Later Advanced Degenerate Stages with all 
the GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE Zio- 
Input... once the Relations and 
Circumstances for Hedonistic Western Mass 
Democracy Change... then... what's to 
come... NOT GOOD. NO. NOT GOOD... [from 
the point of view of someone "not into" 
relatively High Levels of: Disorder, Anomie, 
and Violence)... and as far as a Transition to 
a Materially "Better" State of Affairs - Good 
Luck with That on a Planet with more than 
10 Billion inhabitants... But Science qua 
Science qua Scientific Observation - non- 
normative and empirically "saved" and 
absolutely logically consistent CARES NOT 
ABOUT ANYTHING EVER.]](Q: Is there a 
scenario or are there scenarios you have 
not contemplated, inch more positive ones? 
A: Yes, but I have no idea what they could 
be because I am not a Fortune Teller and I 
do not know what will happen in the Future 
apart from various forms of co-operation 
and conflict, at times incl. violence. There 
will be violence, that's for sure -1 just don't 



know how much. In the meanwhile, until 
we Expire, we're just saying Good-Bye. The 
Future and the World now belongs to 
others, and as every day passes, we Return 
Closer to our Grandparents and Great 
Grandparents, where we Belong.) 


oseph Stalin and Mao Tse-Tung 

These dictators were Seriously BRUTAL. Tens of millions 
perished and or suffered under their Watch. However, 
they are probably the two most significant Leaders of the 
20th century. Stalin took Lenin's "Machiavellian" 
pragmatism to its logical conclusion and EXTREMES with 
"Socialism in One Country" and later "The Great Patriotic 
War". Mao went on his "Long March" and "Great Leap 
Forward". What they did though - and this is crucial in 
terms of world history - is they SHUT THEIR BORDERS 
and kept GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY ZIO- 
CONTROLLED INTERNATIONAL BANKING OUT. They 
showed the way to FREEDOM FROM THE SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY. They taught that this FREEDOM from 
the SATANIC-CIRCUS-MONKEY HELL costs the lives of 
tens and tens and tens of millions. BUT WORLD HISTORY 
is ensuring it WILL BE DONE. That of course does not 
mean things will be better. On the contrary. They will very 
likely get MUCH WORSE. BUT IT'S STILL FREEDOM FROM 
THE ZIO-LOBOTOMY (i.e. that money is the meaning of life 



and everything should be monetised; world resources are 
infinite; the planet can cope with a population of 11 billion 
(potential and budding) consumers, etc.) - AND FOR THAT, 
MANY MORE PEOPLE SHALL DIE AND SUFFER 

HORRIBLY... (unfortunately)... [[No-one is saying that they want to live in 

a State like North Korea, but the reality is History's Gigantic Wheel is Turning, The 
Satanic Circus Monkey's Long Turn is Drawing to an End (even if takes another century 
or more), and New Social Formations and Ways of Living will Come into Being - UNLESS 
the APE as ANOMIE leaves NOTHING upon which to exist reasonably comfortably]]. 


Nuclear War 

If there is ever a (world) nuclear war or other WMD war - 
Heaven Forbid! - China and the Chinese have a chance of 
surviving in some kind of version. Next, but way behind 
China's chance of survival, comes Russia. The Rest of the 
West is Finished. And that's not because some part of the 
West could not survive a (world) nuclear war. 


Terminology 

"The West is no more" refers to a specific, concrete 
definition of the West (see the relevant P.K. article above 
re: the Right, the Left and Germany). People, though, 
including myself still use the term because it's convenient 
and people tend to understand roughly what it means and 
because there is a great deal of cultural carry-over, incl. 
heightened and or extremely distorted (one could say 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY effected "Zio-") 
ideologisation, in the transitional period from one state of 



affairs to another state of affairs brought about by a real- 
world Paradigm Shift. Something similar applies to 
"Democracy" and many other terms. Concepts - I've tried 
to highlight throughout this Site - need close inspection as 
to content, especially specifica differentia content, and 
then strict definition before one begins a strictly scientific 
treatise on a social phenomenon (unless one indicates as 
P.K. does on certain occasions that for the purpose of this 
particular article, I take "x" to mean "this, this and this" 
etc.)... When one is not engaged in Strict Science, then one 
resorts to conventional usage or even ridiculous usage as 
this Literary Persona does, to have some FUN... i.e. Strictly 
Scientific Discourse uses as far as possible non-emotive 
language, as can be read in all of P.K.'s texts - and not to 
mention Weber, and the other relatively few people of that 
ilk. 


My Woman and I shall never Forget and Forgive for: Don't 
you Dare ever Try Talking to ME. YOU SICK FUCKS) 

My Woman and I shall never Forget and 
Forgive that our three children in their 
schooling were exposed to no less than 10 
books and or films 

about them and absolutely none either 
about us or e.g. the Vietnamese (Orthodox 
(and or (Sovietised-"atheist") descendants 



thereof) and Vietnamese innocents dead in 
the 20th century, 35+ million - At a 
personal level mv woman and I have not 
less than 10 innocent relatives dead in 
the 20th century between usl. NEVER IN 
THE HISTORY OF THE WORLD HAS THERE 
BEEN SUCH DISGUSTINGLY GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE DEPICTIONS AS 
"SYMPATHY-BRAIN-WASHING" OR "LOVE- 
SATAN-INDOCTRINATION" than in the 
School Systems of the Zio-Anglo 
World. THIS IS ABSOLUTELY SICK STUFF. 
and My Woman and I shall never Forget 
and Forgive THESE SICK ANIMALS (we're 
really talking about the elite-level ones who 
"do stuff that counts")... Luckily, we know a 
lot about History, and taught our children 
about Human Suffering in Strict 
Proportionality WITH ABSOLUTELY NO 
REFERENCE MADE TO THE (elite-level) 
PEOPLE OF SATAN BECAUSE THEY ARE 
EVIL AND ALL OVER THE MASS MEDIA 
AND IN SCHOOLS GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY - AT TIMES, EVEN 




ON A DAILY BASIS. In a century 
when probably more than 200 Million 
Innocent People were Killed, Slaughtered, 
Tortured, Massacred, Died from Illness and 
Disease,... DO YOU ANIMALS UNDERSTAND 
THAT YOUR SIX (6) MILLION TO US 


DOESN'T EVEN COUNT AT ALL AT AN 
EMOTIONAL LEVEL? (We understand it's a 



ANIMALS!!!... Don't vou DARE EVER TRY 


TALKING TO ME. YOU SICK FUCKS... 

(P.S. And if you're thinking about talking to my woman, 
instead,... I wouldn't suggest that. Not a good idea.) 


Science Says, not "Simon Says", Dingbat 

Science Says, not "Simon Says", Dingbat, that there are no 
Holy Cows whatsoever and Everything can be 
Investigated. The Laws of Lands say that one cannot 
Investigate Everything because Simon is in Power. 












Simon Representing SATAN 

Simon Representing SATAN says that White People are 
Inherently Evil and that there are Countless Genders and 
Healthy is Being Whatever the Individual Wants to BE and 
Whatever the Individual wants to DO (apart from saying 
and doing a whole host of things prescribed by the 
Conveyors of "Fairness and Civilisation and Correct 
Thought Control") - AND - by the way - it's also A-OK for 
Jews at elite level to have accumulated GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE amounts of forms of Power and 
Wealth, including GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
INFLUENCE over the Mass Media, Mass Entertainment, 
State-Regulated "Education", Superior Law Courts, 
Medicine and Pharmaceuticals, Banking and Finance, 
Corporations, etc., etc., etc.. Those who want their 
ancestors' culture and or race and or ethnological make¬ 
up to have Discernible Continuity SAY that there are only 
two Sexes - Male and Female - that nearly all people 
should start a Family by the age of 25 or 30 between a 
Man and a Woman bearing and raising 2 to 6 on average 
children, without DIVORCE, except in the event of 
incurable persistent violence, and that homosexuality and 
other deviance or degeneracy should be kept fully out of 
the public space and completely out of the public sphere - 
as in the case of all Invaders - and that Elite Level Power 
should be limited on a Group Proportionality Basis, so if 
one group is 2% of the total population, they can only 
participate in up to 2% of Elite Positions. Reality of course 
SAYS that THINGS DON'T WORK THAT WAY BECAUSE 
SATAN IS IN POWER. 



The Quest for Power 

Two "extreme" political formations, A and B, have roughly 
the same goals, but A wants to go it alone and remain 
"pure", whereas B states there should be collaboration 
with the Devil. A has no chance of Success. 


Fear of being exposed for what one really is for: How 
Satan wants to continue running The Show, "for the Show 
must Go ON") 

The grossly disproportionately Zio-owned and or Zio- 
controlled mass media in the West are only concerned 
about the Rise of the "Far-Right" and "how Right is Right" 
and that ethno-patriotic White-Separatists (whose 
equivalent are absolutely normal people in China, Japan, 
India, Korea, Vietnam, Black South Africa, etc.} are "White 
Supremacists", because their actual Far-Right Zio-State 
may not be so favoured and their actual Grossly 
Disproportionate forms of Power might or will probably 
be reduced if Multi-Culturalism and DieVersity and actual 
Zio-Supremacism, are exposed for what they really are. 


Science doesn't give a SHIT 




Science doesn't give a SHIT what any one Side or many 
Sides or all the Sides have to SAY. Science is Fearless, Fears 
NO-ONE and Always REMINDS Everyone that - apart from 
Everyone being UGLY and or BEAUTIFUL as the case many 
be - EVENTUALLY - sooner or later - Everyone and their 
every GROUP are DEAD. 


Primitive Secret Societies 

Primitive Secret Societies come in all shapes and sizes 
from Communist and Fascist and any number of Other 
Parties to Mafias, Mobs and Emancipators, Liberationists 
and Friendly Companies (OiAucai'ETaipETai), Unions and 
Unionists, Church and other Temple or Houses of Worship 
Hierarchies and Lower Down the Scale, Smugglers, Drug 
Dealers, Flesh Dealers, Slave Owners, Media Barons, 
Independent and Impartial Justices, Medical Health Care 
Professionals, Big Business Big Money People and Bankers 
and or High Finance Wall-to-Wall-Main-and-Other Street 
Stockbrokers and Corporations, Trusts, Cartels and 
Masons who are FREE, encompassing all sorts and all 
kinds of NETWORKING and or NEPOTISM and or 
COLLUSION and or CONSPIRATORIAL-like Behaviours, 
and including all the Various Versions which are more 
Sophisticated than Primitive - at least on the Surface - up 
to and including as well, also, too the REPRESENTATIVES 
OF SATAN. [[Variation on a Theme: I know who runs The 
Synagogue of SATAN, and it isn't Jesus Christ.]] 



The Satanists are EVIL 


The Satanists are EVIL and always filled with HATE. They 
can and do make one valid point, though. I to them am 
SATAN and do the exact opposite - as regards them - of 


LOVE. 


Feminism has some use (even though it is Auto-Genocide 
in the Making) 

Feminism has some use in concrete socio-political 
circumstances when society can afford some extra 
kindness and a greater degree of relative freedom as 
regards women (since MEN almost exclusively to a MAN 
continue to do all the HARD WORK related to 
INFRASTRUCTURE and DEFENCE and PRIMARY 
RESOURCES whilst The Third World Supplies the 
PRODUCTS, so that society can continue to Operate, 
Provide Services and Enjoy the Exchange of Signs and 
Symbols), BUT OVERSTEPS THE MARK when Feminism 
The TOXIC becomes a Tool for the Destruction of Society 
by Facilitating the MASS Arrival of the Ape and the 
HORRIFIC Rule of SATAN. 



Migration is the Worst Crime Imaginable 


Migration is the Worst Crime Imaginable because it is 
Always a Betrayal of One's Ancestors (Colonisation is 
another Matter), who Spent Hundreds and Thousands of 
Years in the Preservation and Passing On - as Much as 
Possible - of their Ancestors' Group(s) - and which by the 
Third or Fourth and more often Fifth Generation can seem 
like it NEVER HAPPENED, though amongst the Migrants 
doing the Migrating and sometimes even in the Second 
Generation, the Act of Betrayal can give rise to the most 
Ferocious Need for REVENGE. The Satanists who GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY push Migration Along 
CIRCULATING DA MONEE (THE MONEY, TO XPHMA) - 
even though they were never primarily to blame - but 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY participate in the 
Reaping of Continuing Profits, Profit-Making and Filling of 
Elite Positions of forms of Power derived thereof on a 


GROSS LY DISPROPORTIONATE BAS IS - THOSE 
SA r * AT THE ROOT OF ALL EVIL 1 Leave for 


their Ancestors the TASK of dealing with a HATRED SO 
STRONG (Divide and Rule tactics always come back 


EVENTUALLY to Haunt the Descendants of the Dividers 


and Rulers in the Most Horrific of Fashions, Manners, 
Ways and Modes) that it only could have SPRUNG from a 
LOVE for One's Shared Collective Past - Mythical and Real - 
SO DEEP, which even today CAN BE FELT IN THE AIR, if 
one's HEART IS ALIVE AND FREE. 


DEATH TO SATAN! 







When the Freaks and the Circus became the NORM 


When the Freaks and the Circus became the NORM, and 
most of Society became a Flea Market and Junk Shop 
Round and Round and Round UNDER the Elevation of the 
Trivial, History was Sent to Surgery, OTHER MEN began to 
Smell, even Taste, Success, and the APE was placed on 
STAND-BY. 


Values are Relative until your body's temperature drops 
below a certain point. 

Values are Relative until you tell Someone who Kills you 
because you told them that their Values are Relative. In 
that case, you have no Values and no prospect of having 
Values, and or even of changing them, and or even of 
experimenting with them, and or of even confusing 
yourself and or others about them, and or even of coming 
into conflict with yourself and or with others because of 
them, for you are STONE-COLD DEAD. 



The Interpreters are like Horse Shit 

The Interpreters are like Horse Shit because they come in 
Plops and they Stink to High Heaven. Their Only Real 
Concern is who the Horse-Riders are, and who the 
Champion Jockey. 


The Greatest Thinkers 

The Greatest Thinkers, like the Greatest Artists, 
SYNTHESISE what came before in a way which cannot be 
repeated in the FUTURE. 


If I call you a bad word because of your Race for: What 
goes around, comes around, and. Keeping One's House - if 
one is good enough - in Order) 

If I call you a bad word because of your Race, then that's 
Rude and Racist and Most Unkind. But if the Other Races 
Keep on Coming Uninvited and Unasked into my and my 
Ancestors' country where we have Resided for hundreds 
or thousands of years - as the case may be - and if a 
particular Perfidious Group GROSSLY 




DISPROPORTIONATELY wields "Behind-the-Scenes 
Power" through Primitive Secret Society Networking and 
(Inter-)Action (Divide and Rule: women ag. men, black ag. 
white, the "mentally ill and or degenerate" ag. healthy 
patriarchal-traditional families, Musulman and Atheist ag. 
Christian, group ag. group, etc., etc., etc.) - and via Zio- 
American Imperialism/NATO-International 
Usury/International Banking/International Markets etc. of 
course, promoting the FULLY RACIST and POTENTIALLY 
GENOCIDAL change to the Demographics of my Country 
including through CONSTANT SATANIC-CIRCUS MONKEY 
BRAINWASHING AND "EDUCATIONAL" ZIO- 
INDOCTRINATION spreading the SICK ZIO-LOBOTOMY 
across all of society, whilst it does everything to ensure it's 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY COMPOUND AND BUNKER IS 
AS ETHNO-CENTRIC AND OR PURE AS POSSIBLE, GIVEN 
THAT THEY, the Satanic Circus Monkey People (at least at 
elite level), ARE STILL IN THE PROCESS OF UPROOTING 
PEOPLE THERE BEFORE THEIR 20TH CENT URY 
ARRIVAL( S)... then that too is Racist, but it's 

AND WHAT GOES AROUND, COMES AROUND, 
AND IF MY PEOPLE ARE NOT GOOD ENOUGH TO SAVE 
THEMSELVES FROM THE ZIO-LOBOTOMY AND SAVE 
THEIR COUNTRY FROM APE-ANOMIE DESTRUCTION AND 
OTHERISATION, APEIFICATION AND FULL-SPECTRUM 
ZIO-LOBOTOMISATION LEADING TO FULL AUTO-RACIST 
AUTO-GENOCIDE, THEN WHAT GOES AROUND, COMES 
AROUND, AND HAN MAN OR HINDU MAN OR APE MAN 
OR ??? MAN WILL MAKE SURE THAT THEY GET THEIR 
OWN RESPECTIVE JOBS DONE, WHILST ALSO KEEPING - 
IF THEY ARE GOOD ENOUGH - THEIR OWN HOUSES IN 
ORDER. 



I would never cheer if my Foe or a loved one of his ever 
fell ill and died... but when... 

I would never cheer if my Foe or a loved one of his ever 
fell ill and died because exactly the same can happen to me 
(as it has happened), but when my Collective is Going 
Down and my Foe's Collective is Going Up, all I can do is 
CURSE, AND SWEAR AND ANATHEMATISE and say: Keep 
on Outlawing "Hate Speech" etc. and see what kind of 
Pressure Cooker WILL EXPLODE whether Tomorrow or in 
many Decades of Tomorrow... IT WILL EXPLODE, because 
all societies eventually DO EXPLODE, and under conditions 
of multi-racial, multi-culturalism, GOOD LUCK with trying 
to PICK UP THE P-I-E-C-E-S 


Law and Order 


You'll probably NEVER win on the Race Argument, but 
EVENTUALLY you might get your chance on the question 
of LAW AND ORDER. 



Look, if most of the masses accept and believe in what's 
been happening (and whether the Messiah is Coming or 
NOT! 

Look, if most of the masses accept and believe in what's 
been happening, and if most of the masses keep working, 
and if most of the masses keep paying interest for all or for 
the greater part of their adult lives to have a home and to 
pay the bills and to go shopping and perhaps to go on a 
holiday (even if only in a Campavan), and or if most of the 
masses are so Zombified and Brain-Dead that normal is to 
be GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY ruled by the 
Representatives and Senators and Janitors of SATAN (The 
Circles are Inner and Inner and Inner) without any 
plausible or reasonable OBJECTION being raised or being 
able to be raised on a scale of MASS, then THINGS will 
CONTINUE down this path, and THINGS and PEOPLE will 
never get out of the MAZE, until either A) THE MAZE IS 
BURNT, or, B) THE MAZE IS RADICALLY ALTERED with 
one part being taken over by THE APE, and or another 
part being taken over by LAW AND ORDER, and or C) 
another part either from within the other two parts, or of 
and by itself, gives RISE to a - irrespective of Colour and 
Biological Inheritance and Cultural Baggage - new social 
formation and new LIBERATOR. 


If you're going to fight to the END 



If you're going to fight to the END, you need to be aware of 
the Pessimism which Cold Analysis brings, but Project the 
Optimism which Auden the Poofter once wrote about in 
Poesy. 


Those engaged in Domestic Politics 

Those engaged in Domestic Politics tend to forget that if it 
weren't for a Particular (Changing) Network of Relations 
of International Politics, Domestic Politics would hardly 
change much or anything. The Rise of the Soviet Union 
played its not insignificant part in Pushing Mass 
Democracy forward; the Fall of the Soviet Union played its 
not insignificant part in Unleashing THE INVASIONS. Go 
back into History and FIND countless other examples. 
More often than not, all that can be done domestically is to 
be prepared for the DAY THINGS ARE DECIDED - OR IF 
NOT DECIDED, PUSHED - INTERNATIONALLY. 


Why I'm a "10%" cultural Hebrew for: Cultural 
Appropriation as a Concept of Controlling others is Totally 
Retarded as a Concept) 


I am a "10%" cultural Hebrew because, based on the 
common view, Jesus was a Jew, and the Old Testament is 
Accepted and Referred to in Liturgy. However Between 
the two major Iconoclasms in the year 799 A.D., it became 
apparent to me, that the Hellenic-Greek-Roman Element 
had to Predominate for Me to be Sufficiently Hellenic- 
Greek-Roman - 

(even though back then, Hellene and Ethnic meant Pagan 
and were more or less "forbidden" even though we read 
Homer, etc.; Words, however, matter NOT but only On the 
Surface for the purposes of Power and Control, Signalling 
etc., notwithstanding that the Substance is that even if you 
just called me Christian/Roman and never a Hellene or 
Ethnic, I was still Fully Hellenised participating in 
Hellenism as Cultural Continuity and Rupture since the 
ancient Greek world - YOU FUCKING DUMB-FUCK 
SPASTICS! Likewise, whether you call an Invader, a 
Migrant, or not, the fact remains that too many Migrants = 
too much Anomie, and Real World Problems Don't GO 
AWAY just by Using WORDS... social relations, social 
conditions, social acts = what really counts, DEEP DOWN, 
though Word Control in our Era is Closely Linked to FULL- 
SPECTRUM ZIO-LOBOTOMISATION AND GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER IN THE HANDS 
OF SATANISTS WHO'LL EVENTUALLY BE EATEN ALIVE 
BY TAOISTS, HINDUS AND OR APES, ET AL.,... THANK 
GOD!...) -, 

and for me to be able to Interpret Jesus and Christianity in 
the Way that Suited Hellenism over the very long run, 
including by Knowing and Naming SATAN (who exactly 
(nearly) always supported - to the East - the Invading 
Violence of the Mohammedan Musulman and was always 



against us?). So, Cultural Appropriation has been 
happening since Time Immemorial, because all cultures do 
it including in Ancient Greece - YOU FUCKING ABSOLUTE 
CRETINS , YOU FUCKING ABSOLUTE MORONS, YOU 
FUCKING ABSOLUTE IMBECILES, YOU FUCKING 
ABSOLUTE DINGBATS,... What percentage of English 
words now in use come from Greek and or Latin and or 
French? What about the word "Holocaust?" Do you know 
how many millions of examples there are? ARE YOU 
PEOPLE FUCKING OK, OR FULL-SPECTRUM ZIO- 
LOBOTOMISED? Every culture synthesises from (what 
appears to be) its own, and or from other cultures - and 
Western mass democracy is certainly no different. What is 
of Real Interest though, are the Relations of Power related 
to those Cultural Syntheses - who is (GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY) "Doing the Talking". And by the 
way - whilst Christianity can be interpreted as Accepting 
All People and Zio-Lobotimising yourself to the point 
where you Auto-Genocide yourself, Christianity - like all 
Religions and Ideologies - can also be Interpreted as e.g. 
maintaining Hellenism and Greekness and Repelling and 
or Killing THE INVADER. And that's exactly what History 
Teaches For Centuries of History as Historical 

Reality YOU FUCKING ABSOLUTE CRETINS, 
YOU FUCKING ABSOLUTE MORONS, YOU 
FUCKING ABSOLUTE IMBECILES, YOU 
FUCKING ABSOL UTE DINGBA TS,... 



Western Mass Democracy 

Western mass democracy centred in the USA but also 
practised in its Vassal States such as Canada, Australia, 
Germany, England, France and the rest of Western and 
Southern Europe, and with distinct "Asian" features in 
Japan and South Korea, was a historically Unique Period in 
World History that provided Untold Material Prosperity 
for Hundreds of Millions, based on the centuries-long 
Super-Exploitation of "white" and "coloured" Peasants, 
Farmers, Labourers and Proletarians, and White-Man 
Technological Innovation and Entrepreneurial Skills, and 
competition with the Soviet Union, and of course with 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY Zio-Finance/Banking 
Input, too. This "System" has now - macro-historically 
seen - Run its Course, and the Next Phase is NOT GOOD. No 
No No NOT GOOD. 


Planetary Forces 

Planetary Forces did not appear Out of Thin Air. Planetary 
Processes Took Centuries to Develop Here and then There 
and then Over There and then There-There. Involved were 
hundreds of millions of People at all Levels and of all 
Elites, Castes and Classes. Those Driving the (proto- 
JPlanetary Forces Since World War 2, (Zio-)USA and its 
Satellite States and Associated Corporations, Bankers and 
Financiers, Since the End of the Cold War, Dreamed the 
BIG DREAM THAT FULL-SPECTRUM GLOBAL 
DOMINATION WAS POTENTIALLY POSSIBLE particularly 
since USA-and-Satellite-Vassal-States-Peoples were 



Basically Already On-Board, Fully ZIO-Lobotomised (ZIO- 
Lobotomisation is a Crude and Rude and Rather Silly but 
Subjectively Very Funny-to-Some Way of saying Being 
Fully Immersed in Western mass-democratic "I shop, I 
consume, therefore I am" Ideology which has had a 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE input of Jews at both elite- 
level Theory and Entertainment and at the level of elite- 
level Government Policy, etc. Filtering through to the 
Masses inch of Satellite and other Countries, based on 
LONG (initially and over the medium-term at least, largely 
non-Zio) historical processes of Massification, 

Atomisation, Industrialisation, Secularisation, 
Urbanisation, Feminisation, Monetisation, Competition 
with the Soviet Union, Zio-Lobotomisation, Faggotisation, 
Otherisation, Apeification, etc., etc., etc.]. The PROBLEM, 
now, IS TWO-FOLD: 1] Planetary Forces CANNOT 
adequately Solve the Problem of Distribution, and, 2) 
Planetary Forces CANNOT adequately Solve the Problem 
of World Resources. Of course, they will NEVER want to 
stop Making Money. Of course, they will NEVER stop 
wanting to make More and More and More MONEY. 

So, they PUSH for Mass "TURD-WORLD" or Third-World 
Immigration Based on the ANTI-WHITE GENOCIDAL 
PROGRAMME OF EXTREME SUPER-RACISM, presenting IT 
as "Anti-Racism", since white people are basically FULLY 
ZIO-LOBOTOMISED and have very poor levels of 
Reproductive and Collective Consciousnesses. If the 
Peoples of Western Countries DON'T WAKE UP IN TIME, 

IT WILL BE WAY TOO LATE TO SAVE ANYTHING. THEY 
CANNOT POSSIBLY RELY ON THE CHINESE OR ANYONE 
ELSE TO DO THE JOB FOR THEM. THE HAN LOOK AFTER 
THE HAN. THE HINDU LOOK AFTER THE HINDU. THE APE 
LOOKS AFTER THE APE. AND RIGHTLY SO. Waking-Up, 



though, MEANS FORGETTING ABOUT A LIFESTYLE OF 
DEBT, CONSUMERISM, MONEY, GLAMOUR AND "EXOTIC" 
ESCAPES. Waking-Up MEANS BECOMING TRIBAL AGAIN, 
LIVING FRUGALLY WITHIN ONE'S MEANS 


AND NAMING and 

j 

™ EN DOING something 

EFFECTIVE IN THE REAI 

WORLD - NOT THE "PURE- 

HOMOGENOUS" DREAM 

?-Up 

WORLD - ABOUT IT. (Wakln| 

probably requires, inter alia, massive iolts coming 


"from the outside" as well as "from within" - if It ever 

takes place....)... 


What the Retard won’t Understand 

Just as you cannot stop someone from Loving, you cannot 
stop that very same person from Hating. 

What the Shrewd Ideologue Understands 

Just as the Preacher from the Pulpit could Convince His 
Flock of x,yand z, I and my Mass Media can Convince the 
Masses of a, b and c. 
















What the Preacher and the Shrewd Ideologue can NEVER 
See 

Every Dog has its Day, and no Cat EVER has 10 Lives. 


If I state I know something 

If I state I know something and it turns out I am partially 
wrong or totally wrong, then I didn't really know what I 
stated I knew, and I should say sorry to myself and 
everyone else because being wrong is human for humans 
but an inconceivable non sequitur for Science. 


This is what Science Says: 

Science Says: "DO THE FUCK WHATEVER YOU WANT. But 
if YOU have the POWER to Pull IT Off, and YOU don't like 
the RESULTS, DON'T YOU DARE FUCKING COME 
RUNNING TO ME for a shoulder to cry on, let alone for a 
"solution" to your actions..."... 


YOU SAY: 

- You say that History teaches us about Humans, but that 
we can't draw from History an Answer as to How to treat a 
particular present-day Problem Situation. Why can't the 
West continue on the basis of significant Mohammedan, 
African and Asian Infusion with GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE cryastal(lisation)s of forms of Power 



going to that widely HATED and perceived 
as ABSOLUTELYDISGUSTINGGROU? (at least at elite level), 
which has been expelled from more than 100 countries 
and or regions and or city-states and or Empires 
throughout History? 

- LOOK, as far as Science is concerned ALL SCENARIOS 
ARE OPEN. ALL SCENARIOS are potentially possible if they 
posit Humans Interacting with other Humans in a certain 
Space on Earth. But the West - to the extent this Construct 
ever existed - was for about 1550 years - if we take as its 
starting point c. 410 (Sack of Rome) - as the Western 
European region as opposed to the Eastern Roman 
Empire, relatively or almost exclusively White and 
Christian and then Secular, with an absorption and fusion 
of Helleno-Roman or Greco-Roman Culture into and with 
the Christianity and or Secularism. The Mohammedans 
have usually been Invading and Conquering Foes, and the 
Jews, when not more or less assimilated, have been at elite 
level Constant Trouble Makers (using their International 
Banking/Finance and International Trade and Tight In- 
Group Networking and other "???asi???-??ea-V?????? 
??????c C????? ??????" Powers, i.e. Riding on the Back of 
British and French Imperialisms, and then Zio-USA 
International Imperialistic-like Hegemony, etc.), seeking to 
Play Mohammedan against Christian, etc., i.e. Divide and 
Rule, Divide and Conquer,... as all GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY Small Powerful Groups do when 
they take on trying to Control or Controlling larger Groups 
(cf. the British Empire having 1/3 of the World under its 
Control). Now, the Jews, from their point of view, have 
their own Narrative and how they have been done 
Injustices throughout the Centuries - and that's fair 






enough, from their Point of View. I, though, am neither a 
Mohammedan nor a Jew SO I DON'T GIVE A FUCK 
about Them (in fact they absolutely DISGUST me as 
Groups), just as they don't give a Fuck whether Hellenism 
Survives or NOT. So, I want what remains of the Hellenic 
World, i.e. the Pathetic State of "Greece", to remain 
Hellenic - which means a Minimisation or Complete 
Removal of the Zio-American-FeminoFaggotising- 
Lobotomy and of the mass presence of the Aesthetically 
DISGUSTING, from a Hellenic point of view, Mohammedan 
and or African, and or Asiatic (even though I can love 
individual people from those and all other Groups as 
Individuals and or as Artists etc.). Hellenism till this day 
has a majority of Hellenes who are racially up to 98% 
Hellenes, but includes assimilated and absorbed Groups 
like the Gypsies or others who are 0% racially Hellenic. 
And then there are a whole lot of other people in between. 
So Racial Purity is NOT A PREREQUISITE, but majority 
levels of Racial Continuity provides a Biological and 
Aesthetic Basis for Continuing the many forms of Ancient 
Greek Culture through Orthodoxy and the current version 
of the Greek language - and even if the Continuity is at 
10% or 30% or 50% (apart from language, in music, in 
liturgy, in customs and traditions, local demotic 
communities of the Koina, etc., etc., etc.), it's still a form of 
Continuity and that distinguishes US from other Peoples - 
and that's our Identity which is suited to a particular 
Geography - and's that's why I shall NEVER EVER EVER 
forgive my Parents - as much as I respect them and their 
efforts at Life (being far superior to mine) - for RIPPING 
ME OUT OF MY NATURAL ENVIRONMENT - even though I 
understand the World War and Civil War and Cold War 
and Satanic Circus Monkey Circulation of Money and Zio- 



Lobotomy Circumstances which led to that WORST 
POSSIBLE CRIME THAT COULD EVER HAPPEN TO ME, 
even though we all know that Life is NOT FAIR and MOST 
PEOPLE SUFFER, one way or another and to varying 
degrees. SO, every country, region and or State has to 
"figure it out" (just like every individual) and find 
ANSWERS, but going from 90%+ White to less than 50%+ 
White in about 50-70 years IS ABSOLUTE ZIO-LOBOTOMY 
MADNESS which is only going to lead to A TOTAL 
FUCKING CATASTROPHE. The Western Mass-Democratic, 
"I shop, I consume Crap, Therefore I am" is going to END, 
and then ALL HELL WILL BREAK LOOSE. NOT GOOD, NO, 
NO, NO, NOT GOOD . (And I should add -1 almost forgot: a 
good guide for what every Western country should 
roughly do is to take a good, hard look at Israel's 
ethnocentric policies and the guarding of their (i.e. the 
Israeli Judeans') Borders and Historical Cultural and 
Aesthetic Identity - and then you'll know exactly what the 
Zio-Lobotomy is, and what youshould do for your nation). 

- Wait a minute, don't go yet! What about Civil Conflict or 
Civil Wars in Racially and or Religiously Relatively 
Homogeneous Societies? 

- LOOK. Conflict always co-exists along with Co-operation 
in all Societies, and Western Mass Democracy Finds its 
Glue in Shopping, Consuming and Being Zio-Lobotomised 
(i.e. believing the absolute Madness pushed by GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY in numbers Zio-Academics and 
their Fellow Academics and the GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY ZlO-owned or controlled or 
participated in Mass Media and Mass Entertainment, such 
as the ABSOLUTELY FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD NOTION 
THAT ALL PEOPLE ARE THE SAME AND EQUAL AND 



INTERCHANGEABLE (when they're only ever that 
compared to the other animals of the animal kingdom and 
not as between themselves qua humans - because even if 
all people in the West become Brown and the Jews remain 
Separate (whether Brown or not}, those Brown people will 
form into Different Shades of Brown and or other Groups 
and the Same kinds of FIGHTS will be back on when the 
Time is Ripe for FIGHTS - and we all know who shall be 
SLAUGHTERED AGAIN... - and when the Bolshevik- 
Leninists in the anti-colonial struggle campaigned for De¬ 
colonisation and the Equality of the Peoples (culminating 
in or rather ending with the Algerian Struggle - see The 
Battle of Algiers (1966}} and not for a FULLY Zio- 
Lobotomised Programme of Deliberate (potential} FULL- 
SPECTRUM and WHOLESALE White Genocide}!!! And all 
the other TOTALLY FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD IDEOLOGICAL 
BULLSHIT BEHIND AND THROUGH WHICH THE FORCES 
OF SATAN AND EVIL, i.e. THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, 
wield GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power, inch 
by the tendency to MONETARISE EVERYTHING. Now, that 
GLUE won't last forever, so when Serious Conflict Breaks 
Out it WILL BE VERY VERY VERY VIOLENT and VERY 
VERY VERY UGLY and it will probably have STRONG 
RACIAL(-ideological} and or RELIGIOUS(-ideological} and 
or non-traditional religion IDEOLOGICAL elements and or 
VERY STRONG DOSES OF TOTAL AND FULL SPECTRUM 
APE ANOMIE WITH NO SIDE BEING ABLE TO (EASILY} 
IMPOSE ORDER - PARTICULARLY IF THE GREAT 
AFRICAN (-ASIATIC} INVASIONS OF EUROPE GET GOING 
BY ABOUT MID-CENTURY... THAT CONFLICT HAS 
ALREADY BEGUN WITH THE "WHITE PRIVILEGE" AND 
MOHAMMEDAN-AFRICAN-ASIATIC "low level drop-by¬ 
drop, day-by-day" APE-INVASIONS, APE-RAPE GANGS, 



OUT-OF-CONTROL APE-KNIFE-CRIME, APE-ASSAULTS, 
APE-MURDER, APE-TERRORISM, THE APE-SPREADING OF 
NOT INFREQUENTLY FATAL DISEASES LIKE THE 
MOSQUITO OF THE RIVER NILE ("WEST NILE") VIRUS 
(and GOD knows what else, from Malaria to any number of 
other Communicable Diseases to ??? !!!) - note that the use 
of the word "APE" does not pertain to Skin Colour, Race or 
Religion Per Se but to ANOMIE which of course Whites and 
Jews and Chinese can equally engage in if the 
Circumstances are such that they do it a mass level, in 
other words "APE" pertains to anomic behaviour in 
general regardless of Race, Religion,..., ("Ape" can also be 
used to express a Very Strong Aesthetic Dislike as a 
Subjective Matter of Taste, but that's not the issue HERE)... 
etc., etc., etc.,... MADNESS AND TOTAL FULL-SPECTRUM 
BRAIN-WASHED ZIO-LOBOTOMISED SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY "ONE WORLD, GLOBAL VILLAGE, FEMINO- 
FAGGOT" TOTALLY FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD AUTO- 
GENOCIDAL ZIO-USA SPONSORED INSANITY (explained 
elsewhere on this Site, including how people - 
notwithstanding all this madness and insanity, still insist 
on seeing themselves as "cosmopolitan, erudite, learned, 
sophisticated, nuanced and urbane"...),... and THERE IS NO 
FUTURE IF THINGS DON'T TIGHTEN THE FUCK UP, AND 
FAST - i.e. over the next few decades at the latest!!! (local 
production, strong communities, love of place and 
Collective Identity, Strong Patriarchal Families, Strong 
Community Bonding, Far less Travel, Far less Mobility, 
ULTRA-TIGHT BORDERS, etc., etc., etc.). 



The Stupidity of the "Tews Cause Everything" Argument 
for: why Facts do not perse prove Causality, but Causality 
can only be Investigated and Perhaps Identified through 
the analysis of Facts in their Relational Interacting Factual 
Clusters and Frameworks pertaining to Historical and 
(much) more Recent Causal Chains...)... 

Wars and violent conflict have Existed since WAY BEFORE 
the Advent of the Judean People and have taken place on 
innumerable occasions without the direct or even indirect 
Presence and or Participation of Judean Folk. The 
fundamental characteristics of all Humans, incl. Related 
Biological Constants - Culture, Power, Identity, Rationality, 
Meaning, Understanding, The Reproductive Drive and the 
Drive for Self-Preservation, The Social Relation, Society 
and the Group, Individuals, Elements of Hierarchy, 
Elements of Equality, the Friend-Foe Spectrum, the Love- 
Hate Binary, the Like-Dislike Binary as a Matter of Taste, 
Values and Anti-Values, Ideology and forms of non-violent 
(and less often violent) Power (authority, dominance, 
hegemony, domination, sovereignty, propaganda/brain¬ 
washing, control, force, violence, etc.), the Capacity for 
violent conflict and War, Death, etc., etc., etc., - are a part of 
ALL HUMAN EXISTENCE, from "Savage Peoples" (existing 
way before Chinese, Greeks, Judeans, et al.) to 
"Sophisticated, Nuanced, Cosmopolitan, Cultured, Urbane, 
i.e. Zio-Lobotomised Massified-Atomised-Urbanised- 
Secularised-Hedonistic/Consumeristic- 
Femino/Faggotised Peoples". What does happen though in 
Human Existence is that Forms of Power can Accumulate, 
Concentrate and Crystallise in certain Groups (particularly 
at mid-Elite to upper-Elite levels) in Degrees which are 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE to the actual numbers of 



the Group, SO, if a Group enjoys centuries-long Dominance 
of, or at least GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE participation 
in, Banking and Finance, International Trade 
(Mercantilism), etc., and centuries-long Elite-Level 
Experience in Accessing The Halls of Power and in 
Promoting their own In-Group People over and above 
Others (through Primitive Secret Society Networking, 
Nepotism, In-Group Collusion, etc.), to various Seats of 
relative forms of Power, and the World Economy was, has 
been Forming and Has Formed on, INTER ALIA, a 
Monetary Basis, etc., it is INEVITABLE that that Group will 
be GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY involved in Elite- 
Level Positions of forms of Power, and, Power Struggles 
(incl. in relation to "Controlling the Narrative" etc. centred 
in the Zio-Lobotomised Headquarters of Formerly White- 
Protestant-Centred USA), and will Cause THE ABSOLUTE 
DISGUST fa DISGUST so ABSOLUTE that the mere 
Mention of their Name, can incline one to feel a need to 
VOMIT (which of course is exactly what their Hard- 
Core Members feel about Out-Group (to them) People, 
etc.)) of those who would like to see THEIR GROUP AS 
RELATIVELY POWERFUL OR MORE POWERFUL - 
provided that they too have a High Level of In-Group (of 
their own Group) Consciousness... and hence the 
TROUBLE in relation to that Group, and the TROUBLE to 
come in relation to thatG roup... BUT EVEN 
WITHOUT THAT MUCH-HATED GROUP, THERE WILL 
STILL ALWAYS BE TROUBLE (APART FROM THE CO¬ 
OPERATION WHICH ALWAYS ALSO EXISTS)... [[and any 
Zio-DING-BAT proposing that the "Hard Core(s)" of ALL 
Sides Put Some Water in their WINE, is missing the point - 
it is your Group which is wielding AS A MATTER OF 
INCONTROVERTIBLE FACT, GROSSLY 




DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power - SO YOU CAN'T, 
CRETIN, IMBECILE, MORON, IDIOT, RETARD,... wiggle 
yourself and your Group out of it with your totally 
Retarded Zio-Talmudic-Sophistry (otherwise know as 
"persuasion" - something I know a lot personally about, 
having spent 10 years of my life - as a Human Animal 
Myself - on a professional basis in the Halls and Corridors 
and Courts of some degree of mid-level Power, beside 
these "sophisticated, nuanced, cosmopolitan - always 
cosmopolitan - urbane and erudite ANIMALS") about 
"agency", "conspiracy", "we are to be found on all Sides of 
the political spectrum - when that's exactly the point; YOU 
are simply covering ALL BASES and end up with GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE numbers in positions of relative 
Power, Authority, Influence, etc.!!!", "psychology and 
childhood trauma (when all people, including yourselves 
(if not to even greater degrees than others due to 
excessive in-breeding, etc.!) suffer or are prone or engage 
in these phenomena)",... and whatever else your TOTALLY 


ZIO-LOBOTOMISED FULLY RETARDED TOTALLY DING¬ 
BAT Head can Come Up with... BECAUSE FACTS ARE 


FACTS ARE FACTS... and Switched-ON 

ChinaMen. i.e. 


HanMen or MaoTseTungMen and ComradeDengMei 

Eh 


and some others (unfortunately for me it's not MvMen 

anymore, but at least the RusMan and or other 
OrthodoxMan or ItaloMan or HispanoMan or lapoMan 

or VietMan - even (to me. fairly disgusting! 
ProtestantMan and or HeathenMan - can "hopefully" 

or for other Reasons WAKE UP (if he's sleeping! and 
have a GO! - MohammedanMan and ApeMan WILL 

NEVER STOP Having a GO! no matter what, anyway... 

HAHAHAHAHA! !!!■■.. KNOW EXACTLY THIS. THEY 

KNOW PRECISELY THAT AT THE END OF THE DAY. 


























THE FUCKING BULLSHIT WILL BE CUT. AND IT'S ALL 
ABOUT FORMS OF POWER AND WHO HAS WHAT AND 
WHO WANTS WHAT AND WHO IS GETTING OR NOT 
GETTING WHAT - UNTIL THE FUCKING BULLSHIT 
CONTINUES ON WITHOUT THEMW. ]] [[ Variation on a 
Theme: Those who say "The Jews Rule the World" have 
got it all wrong. What they should have said is: "Elite Jews, 
because of a very Long History and Multi-Causal Set of 
Historical Processes in Particular Sectors such as Money, 
Banking, Finance, Trade and Corporations, and (later) 
through Ruling Class and Governmental Infiltration inch 
also in Universities, Medicine, Law, the Mass Media, Mass 
Entertainment, Publishing, etc., etc., etc., and because of - 
inter alia - Primitive Secret Society Networking related 
theretofore and thereto, in certain Powerful and or 
Hegemonial countries (formerly or currently imperialistic) 
and by no means in most or all countries, wield GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power over non-Jews (and 
their own Jews), and that is a Matter of Disgust for People 
not Zio-Lobotomised and or Zio-Allies, and with High In- 
Group Tribal Consciousnesses of THEIR OWN, and 
Certainly One Day, either Han Man and or Hindu Man and 
or Ape Man and or ??? Man, WILL DO THE IOB 
WHICH HISTORYSA YS MUST BE DONE!!! " And they 
should have added: "When I was young and had the Time, 

I should have read and studied Thucydides".]] 


It always amazes me 






It always amazes me how a spoilt child, or rather spoilt 
brat, with a lot of strength and energy and quick 
movement, but no manners, can talk arrogantly, 

aggressively and diffidently, to a wise old 
man - sitting in the same Large Space his 
Ancestors have always Sat In - without even 
so much as listening to what the wise old 
man is telling it, or noticing what the wise 
old man is getting his children and 
grandchildren and great grandchildren to 
do. It's a bit like a country two or three 
hundred years old talking to a Civilisation 
5,000 years old. 

(P.S. whether this is true or not, who cares, I love this 
quote: 

When Zhou Enlai was asked in the mid 20th century what he thinks about the French 
Revolution, he replied: “it’s too early to judge”."v 


Any Strategic Analyst who cannot Get Past for: when the 
matter at hand is Power, and Identity intertwines with 
Power, there is not Time for Playpens) 

Any Strategic Analyst who cannot Get Past his own 
Emotions, his own Prejudices, his own Likes and Dislikes, 
his own Values and anti-Values, his own View of Good and 
Evil, his own Dominant Ideology for the purposes of 



General Social Communication, can call himself a Strategic 
Analyst, but will be of NO SERVICE to his Ruler and his 
People - unless his Calling was only the Spreading of 
Confusion, and or unapologetic, unabashed and Puerile 
Propaganda. 


I hate to look at and or be around the Teutons, the Britons, 
the Franks, the Anglo-Saxons and all those Norse Fucking 
Filthy Animals for: If you can't take a Toke. then you can 
FUCK OFF! AND: "Our Bitches are Better-Looking than 
your Bitches" - so. there. TAKE THAT!) 

I hate to look at and or be around the Teutons, the Britons, 
the Franks, the Anglo-Saxons and all those Norse Fucking 
Filthy Animals in Groups and en Masse except as 
Individuals Achieving High Things or in Movies when they 
Represent Themselves and or their Histories. Of course, I'd 
never expect them to like the Look of Me or my Tribe, but 
if they ever Dare to Mention the Name of that Disgusting 
Liar, Fallmerayer, I'd Gladly Kill the Lot of Them if I were 
Strong Enough to do so, as I was before that Hideous 
Illiterate Barbarian, Charlemagne, and more particularly, 
those who Followed him in the Centuries after him, Came 
Along to Start the Trouble. (P.S. Even if you write an article 
about Fallmerayer being "correct"... - that has been totally 
and absolutely disproved in the Modern Greek Literature 
by such Modern Greek Legends and Tribal Warriors as (in 
part German-educated) KmvcrcavxTvoq n. Poopavoq and (in 
part French-educated) Tujopyoq KapagTiEAidq, and many, 




many, many others (such as my Super Legendary fellow- 
islander and Compatriot Tribal Warrior Supreme, 
essentially my Grandfather, Nucoq SfBopmvoc;), SO FUCK 
OFF! (P.P.S. Close to my Tribal Homelands there are three 
women, probably, perhaps or mythically with some of my 
Tribe's Blood (even a drop) in them too, who are THE 
MOST BEAUTIFUL WOMEN TO HAVE EVER LIVED fi.e. 
more accurately: of the 20th century). NOT LIKE YOUR 
MOSTLY GRUESOME-LOOKING, COLD-AS-ICE, SICK 
NORTHERN-EUROPEAN WOMEN. I NOMINATE SOPHIA 
LOREN, the half-caste-mongrel-half-breed SILVANA 
MANGANO, AND of course our MONICA BELLUCCI, WHEN 
THEY WERE 25 YEARS OLD. YOU CAN'T EVEN NOMINATE 
ONE - YOU FILTHY BARBARIANS - WHO EVEN COMES 
CLOSE! - except perhaps for Grace Kelly, or Audrey 
Hepburn, or Vivien Leigh, perhaps. (Jeanette MacDonald 
vs. Gina Lollobrigida, after imbibing some alcohol, could be 
seen as a DRAW, perhaps - But a young Claudia Cardinale, 
WINS HANDS DOWN - DEFINITELY (though a young 
Deborah Kerr or Maureen O'Hara - with their Big Hearts 
and Passions - were better looking than Anna Magnani, 
even though our Bitch had a Much Bigger Heart and a Far 
Greater Passion (and we ADORE HER MORE THAN 
ANYONE ELSE (even if she is the least good-looking of all 
the "Bitches" named above)) - DEFINITELY!)) 


Why are Some Tribes Filthier than Others? (Or: "I Never 
said "Pure""! 



Some Tribes are - or More Accurately, One Tribe is - 
Filthier than Others, Because the Filth Goes Back in Time 
Further, and the Filth that Settled Long Ago Fixes Onto 
Collective Memory and Gets Stickier and More Fixed and 
Impossible to Remove - Irremovable - without also Doing 
Away with Oneself, BUT THE WHOLE POINT OF LIFE, IS 
TO KEEP ON LIVING, FOR AS LONG AS POSSIBLE, AND AS 
FAR AS POSSIBLE, AND AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE, CLEAN (I 
never said "PURE"}. 


This is Easy 


This is Easy: if my Tribal Homeland Disappears and my 
Fellow Tribesmen, Tribeswomen, Tribal Warriors and 
Tribal Language Die and Die OUT FOREVER, and If I were 
to Live Another Few Hundred Years, then I would go to 
where the Italic - and if no Italic - to where then the 
Hispanic - Survives - Next Door or Further Down the 
Corridor - and if no Italic or Hispanic Lived, I'd go to where 
the Orthodox Survives to Become a Monk and to Pray Day 
and Night to the Virgin Mary - Death to SATANl - (it's a lot 
Colder over there, and I already have a good grounding in 
Italian and Spanish anyway"s" and the Cold Orthodox 
People's Language is Apparently Hard to Master). So, This 
is Easy.. AND SATAN WILL AL WA YS BE 


CURSED. FOREVER'. 







The Lobotomv 

The Lobotomy is an unfortunate occurrence in the West 
which happened as People were Beginning to Think Life is 
FUN (zzzzzz-zzzzzz-zzzzzz). 


EE-AW. EE-AW. EE-AW. I am the Donkey for: The Missing 
Link. AND, if I am not a part of Tradition (real and or 
mythical-manufactured) I can't possibly appreciate 
Tradition, so I'll do everything I can to Undermine and 
Destroy it Since it Leads to More Power for me. AND, He 
who did so much Evil including Overreaching and 
Slaughtering Innocents all over Europe was in part - on 
some matters - Right. AND, of course it's all Done with the 
Consent of the Victims: that's how Slavery was Done after 
the Initial Phase, that's how it's Always been Done on a 
Grand Scale Lasting a Long Time (plus also under the 
threat of violence which is always there), AND, Divide and 
Rule. Divide and Conquer - the Oldest Trick in the Book, 
AND, I'm not giving away my MONEY. I'm going to need it 
until I DIE fSO we're all locked-in. including ME)). 

EE-AW, EE-AW, EE-AW, I am the Donkey. 
First they Hit YOU Big with Normative- 
Utopistic Socialism (the Reverse - Flip it - of 
Normative-Utopistic Liberalism) - the 


Wrong Marx, E. Bernstein, Bronstein- 
Trotsky, The FDR "Good Man" in John 
Ford's Adored Grapes movie in which Henry 
F. and John C. are Saints. Then they Change 
Channels Away from "The Social Question", 
and they Hit Hard through Saturated 
Lobotomisation via "The Woman Question" 
(Bernays off Le Bon, Freud, Lippmann - 
even though in that era roughly (and 
beforehand) Pareto, Mosca, Weber 
explained everything much better, though 
Le Bon always retains his value - and Freud 
some too, at least a bit), and in comes "The 
Negro Question" - as much as we love Satch 
- and 20th century Dancing and Gershwin 
and Co. (those behind him et al.) ensure 
Opera is now at their level - always 
Secondary, always Inferior, always toward 
the Low... Rock 'n' Roll,... "Beatles"-Epstein... 
White Heavy Metal, Black Sabbath, AC/DC, 
Satan and Concerts and Drugs and Noise... 
OK, it can be FUN, but... (I'd never blame T- 
Bone Walker or Muddy Waters)... And So it 
Continues with Ownership and Control of 



the Channels of SATAN and of the Media of 
SATAN and of the Direction of Education by 
SATAN of the Propaganda by SATAN in 
respect of the "KKK" - yes the "KKK" (who 
dares today contemplate the elements of 
historical accuracy in D.W. Griffith's Birth ?) 

- and SO IT IS SAID BY SATAN that only 
they, the KKK, were ever cruel, as if Massive 
Black on White Criminal Violence of more 
than a Century and a Half since the Civil 
War etc. has not been a GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE real-world 
phenomenon of VIOLENCE far greater than 
that of the "KKK" (in terms of comparing 
the proportionality of the violence 
committed between the populations of the 
two races) - because it's only the "KKK" - 
and as if poor Whites back then lived better 
than Blacks (in not a few cases, they lived 
worse - Slave or NOT)... [[NOBODY is saying 
that Black individuals and or groups cannot 
perform academically better and or be 
more law-abiding than "crackers", "wogs", 
"gooks", "spies", "dagos", "kikes" and or 



"ching-chongs" given circumstances, etc.,... 
but which situations are more common, 
more prevalent, more... ?... and NOBODY is 
saying that we're not all out of Africa if that 
hypothesis is True until Disproved 
Otherwise, etc., etc., etc.,... what I don't 
know for sure and what others don't know 
for sure - we don't know for sure, unless the 
"confusion, obfuscation and mind- 
manipulation/control" is being caused by 
someone with an AGENDA...]]... and as if 
JewMen and IsraeliMen can't be 
Exceedingly Violently Cruel like GreekMen 
and TurkMen and ChinaMen and 
NipponMen and EnglishMen and 
FrenchMen and GermanMen and CongoMen 
and MiddleEasternMen and HinduMen and 
MusulmanMen and LatinoMen and 
ChristianMen and AmericanMen and 
BuddhaMen and BangladeshiMen and 
PakistaniMen and SikhMen and... and... 
and... to Others... some of those mentioned 
DO IT NEARLY ALL THE TIME, in recent 
decades... and so the Financing Roles in the 



World Wars, the Taking Over of and or 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE Control and 
Influence over Governmental Foreign and 
Domestic Policy either from the 1960s (or 
earlier? earlier? earlier? c. 1913, perhaps?) - 
Warification to the Outside, and 
Turdification on the Inside by Bringing the 
Turds IN. And so it Continues, with Pay TV 
Channel "STAN" really Embedding "S-A- 
TAN" every day, every hour, every minute 
INTO THE BRAIN,... the Gays, the Faggots, 
the Trans, the Poofters, the Lezzos, the 
Mentally Ill, the ZIO-LOBOTOMISED 
DERANGED, the Drug-Addicted, THE 
HORROR, THE HORROR, THE HORROR, the 
Plastic Surgery of up to Inserting Horns 
inside the Scalp onto the Cranial Bones of 
the Cranium and Shaving and Shaping 
Tongues Like Satanic Lizzzzards... the 
Tattoos, the Piercings,... the Mutilations of 
the Body, the Mutilations of Beauty- 
Reducing Everything to the Lowest 
Common Denominator... Down, Down, 
Down, Low, Low, Low,... No PRIDE, No 



DIGNITY, No HONOUR, No <I>iA6xigo, No 
Ae(3£VTid, No naAAr|Kapoadvr|, No Tafrta 
NxpoTxrjc;,... None Whatsoever... THE 
HORROR, THE HORROR, THE HORROR,... 
and the Representatives of SATAN all over 
the Media Smiling, Smiling, Smiling - 
Cosmopolitan, Sophisticated, Nuanced, 
Erudite, Urbane, "Know-it-ALL" 
"Professorial" Retards who "Just Happen" 
to be there and everywhere else including 
through PRIMITIVE SECRET SOCIETY 
NETWORKING and everywhere now, 
everywhere, everywhere the Massified, 
Atomised, Lobotomised - because nothing 
normal anymore - THE Other is now 
EVERYTHING... when the normal is the 
Abnormal, the Sick - Looking Exactly Like 
Them - Sick, Ugly, Vile, Filthy... the OTHER 
in Grossly Disproportionate Numbers 
including FULL-SPECTRUM Afro- 
Otherisation and Musulman-Deification 
when both Negroes and Musulmans 
throughout all of History - inter alia and 
notwithstanding the Cultures and the long 



periods of relative Peace - Have Been the 
Most Barbaric of Animals - Pound for Pound 
no less so than Whites (and probably 
overall much more so including to one 
another and or betwixt themselves) - 
because all Human Groups Engage in forms 
of Violence and War - and one not only is 
supposed to NOT stop to think why My 
Country's Villages were Emptied by more 
than one million in the 20th century to 
work within the Capitalistic-Imperialistic - 
first Anglo-Franco, then ZIO-USA - SATANIC 
COMPLEX, because they all Wanted 
Money... those who go before and earlier, 
CALL the others who come after and later - 
and Shed Hellenism through their 
Descendants - when for Millennia 
beforehand they didn't have Money 
Anyway and Basically Lived Staying PUT or 
set up Hellenic Tribal Villages Elsewhere 
when they had to MOVE, BUT ALSO, all this 
Came to Pass, because it is all Facts and 
Facts and Facts, And So IT Continues, with 
Europe being Afro-Otherised and 



Brown/Coffee-Otherised and Mongrel- 
Otherised Out of Existence, and Everyone 
agrees that the Definition of "Racism" and 
"Anti-ism" and "-Phobia" is the Kosher One 
they and SATAN Approve of and not any 
number of Conceptually and Theoretically 
Just as Valid and Just as Possible Definitions 
of "Racism" and "Anti-ism" and "-Phobia", 
which of course would Turn the Tables and 
Send SATAN straight to HELL. So what are 
you going to Gain in terms of Profits and 
Sales (Streets, Peter's, Paul's, Cadbury's,... 
or whatever - the local family business - the 
penny business, the lollies, the ice-creams, 
the chocolates - if getting bigger (from the 
man taking the Orders to...) gets 
corporatised and onto the Stock Market and 
guess who secretly, secretly, secretly is 
financed by whom to purchase the Shares 
to get Control, Control, Control,... Again and 
Again and Again)... So what are you going to 
Gain in terms of Profits and Sales, Peter 
Collins of 52A Collins Street, when Europe 
becomes Africa and the Middle East, i.e. a 



Jungle? I thought that Adam Smith taught 
all along that Capitalism required Borders 
and Law and Order to Function, let alone to 
Best Function. Of course there was no 
Conspiracy, Of course all this has Centuries 
of Social-Political Upheaval Behind IT done 
mostly by Protestants and Catholics and 
Secularists and Atheists to Themselves; Of 
course all People Take from, Manipulate 
and Exploit Others; Of course all Societies 
Change and have Elements of Hierarchy, 
Elements of Equality; Of course all Societies 
have Elites with Grossly Disproportionate 
Crystal (lisation)s, Accumulations and 
Concentrations and Forms of Power; BUT 

_ EE-AW, EE-AW, EE-AW, I am the Donkey, Because When 

Your Greater Israel Fails - Even if it Comes About, 
Eventually it will GO DOWN and DIE and NOT EXIST 
ANYMORE - DEATH TO SATAN! - EE-AW, EE-AW, EE-AW, I 
am the Donkey, My Roots GO DEEP, they are Hellenic, 
Roman and Greek and EE-AW, EE-AW, EE-AW, I am the 
Donkey, I come from 799 in the Year of GOD, AND, WHEN 
THE SLAUGHTERS BEGIN AGAIN, GUESS WHO WON’T 
GIVE A FUCK. 

[[And one Final "Ee-aw, Ee-aw, Ee-aw, I am the Donkey" because if My Land is To 
Survive as My Land, then Your Land can Survive as Your Land, and His Land can Survive 
as His Land, and All Lands Can Survive as Their Lands. Ee-aw, Ee-aw, EE-AW, I am the 
Donkey, and God Will Decide. DEATH TO SATAN'.]] 


Look, if you like it mixed-up in this wav, fair enough 

Look, if you like it mixed-up in this way, fair enough, I 
could not possibly ever convince you of what to like and 
dislike and whether there is an "issue" or not over 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE crystal(lisation)s of forms 
of Power in certain elite hands. If that's the way you like it, 
then that's the way you like it - all I can say is that ONE 
DAY, MEN will ARRIVE . Either from without, and or from 
within, who will take things in another direction, other 
directions and or mix-it-up very, very, very,... differently. 


When YOU Talk of Equality 

When you Talk of Equality and the Outside Quantity 
Floods the Inside Quality whose Achilles'(s) Heel is 
Naivete Believing a Tiny Satanic Quantity Positing Itself on 
Top, Whilst the Inside Quality Deteriorates Considerably 
because of the Much Lower Quality of the Incoming 
Quantity, then YOU are Talking of removing the Quality 
from the Equality, and so Remains the E. E is for Evil. 



Growing up in a Vassal State for: Because Money and 
Comfort - as Nice as they Are - are Macro-Historical DEAD¬ 
ENDS! 

Growing up in a Vassal State there were Three Channels 
Private, One Channel Public and then Two. Because we 
were told constantly we lived in a Democracy, the message 
was reinforced that the Political Parties of Government 
were Two, or Three, and the Channels Every Night at the 
Same Time, or the Public Ones, a Bit Later, Presented and 
Explained Exactly the Same NEWS, just with Different 
Presenters (and Whoopee!!! you could get to choose your 
Favourite Presenter, your Favourite News Reader!!!]. And 
this was called Democracy, and so Education Confirmed. 
And when I grew up and GREW A BRAIN, a Fellow 
Tribesman Informed ME (because it is only by Consulting 
a Fellow Tribesman, i.e. a Wise Tribal Elder, that one can 
learn THE TRUTH], it was the Real World of the Ideal Type 
- Mass Democracy -, Taking into Account Society in Toto 
just like Tocqueville, just like Clausewitz, just like 
Montesquieu, just like Spinoza, just like Aristotle,... and 
Offering More Freedoms in Comparison to the Soviet 
Union. And My Tribal Elder ALSO TOLD ME: "We have not 
only the Macedonian, the Teacher of Alexander, but we 
also have - just as crucially - Tf/EHISTORIAN" - So WHY 
THE FUCK would you EVER START WITH SATAN?" 

AND TODAY I STAND HERE AND SAY: 

Stand up lohn Wayne! Stand up Duke!!! 

Stand up Aleksei! 

Stand up Zhang Wei! 


Stand up Arjun! 

Stand up Poitier, Sidney! 

Stand up Ape Man! 

And if Jack Benny, wants to Stand Up (and not loiter 
"Behind the Scenes" - softly, softly, lightly, lightly, printing 
Money and Smiling and printing Money, lightly, lightly, 
softly, softly), we'll Accept him as a MAN, TOO! 

STAND UP!!! 

Enough with Satan and the Satanic Circus Monkey. Human 
Civilisation has never Lived through Anything as Low and 
as Foul and as Disgusting and as Despicable and as Vile 
and as Ugly and as BASE as society conducted under 
Satan's Baton. 


Multi-culturalism is... 

Multi-culturalism is an Extreme Form of Hate and Insanity 
which only Satan Itself could ever Conceptualise, and 
Spreads in Circumstances of Degenerate Hedonism like a 
Vicious Cancer, including through Mass Brain Washing, 
Institutional Indoctrination and Zio-Lobotomisation 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY led by the Satanic 
Circus Monkey as a Disgusting Parasite Sucking the Blood 
of Hundreds of Millions (or more) of Proletarians and 
Peasants, first primarily in the First World, and thereafter 
all over the World in an Orgy of anti-White Genocidal 
HATE. The only Good to come of IT is that Satan is SO 




EVIL that Satan has MADE SURE that the Satanic Circus 
Monkey is bound to Devour Itself into a State of Torturous 
Dying and Certain Death. Some Multi-Racialism - not too 
much - is More than Acceptable - in States of Mono- 
Culturalism. 


Multi-culturalism is... (Take Two) 

Multi-culturalism is that JOKE in which people generally 
pretend to have "Heritages" and "Backgrounds" and 
"Origins" and "Descent" but generally watch the same kind 
of TV and or other Tubes, read the same kind of print 
materials, listen to the same kinds of music, wear the same 
kinds of clothes, go to the same kinds of schools, think the 
same kinds of thoughts, speak the same kind of language - 
with a bit of difference here, and a touch of 
difference there - whilst SATAN RULES, and the non- 
assimilated into the ZIO-LOBOTOMY, whether the 
Musulman or other Eccentric and or Fanatic, SIT AND 
BOIL AND STEW AND WAIT FOR THEIR TIME - or: for the 
ARRIVAL OF THE REAL OTHER. 


In the Age of the Internet for: why it's very easy to Fuck 
everything up by crossing the Line - Cultural and Aesthetic 
- which Separates Us (because that Line is Very Real. Very 
Bold. Very Prominent and Very Divisive)) 


In the Age of the Internet, acquaintances can be made, 
appreciation can be developed, even secret admiration can 
be felt notwithstanding that the Distance between "those 
communicating" can run into the many thousands of miles. 
Usually - if not Always - it's best not to talk person-to- 
person, let alone meet in person. There are always LIMITS 
to the flexibility and elasticity of the Cordon Sanitaire, 
dpx^ovxac; gs xqv yAmaaav. 


The End of the World (Or: how Zio-Vision and Zio-Media 
and Zio-Indoctrination are Clear. Objective and Fair AND 
NEVER INSTRUMENTAL OR MEANS-ENDS 
l NSTRUMENTAL1SED, AND, The Prohibition of Nostos 
(with no mention of the Later Story-Tellers and 
Odysseus's Final Exile Far Away and Final Conclusive 
Death)) 

We know and we meet 70+ year old immigrants to the 
Kangaroo who worked for 40 or 50 years, 2 or 3 jobs like 
DOGS, from factories and sweat shops to small businesses 
and big businesses all the way up to BIG PROPERTY and 
BIG MONEY etc.. And so they go Home, to Samos, to Chios, 
to Lesbos, to Leros, to Kos, and All Over, and so they go 
Home to the House of their Birth and so they then State to 
US: "That was it. I'm never Returning". AND on SATAN- 
BOOK a "BLONDE" who looks like a Drunk Retarded Man 
with Dreadlocks and a face like a White Goofy-"Orangutan 
Woman" High on Hyper-Satan-Pills, but can Sometimes be 



Prettier (they're not always THATUGLY ), uploads a 
Photograph of Herself with a M*h*m*t and a M*s**d, both 
of whom never shower and STINK (= FACTS), possibly or 
probably Carry ALL MANNER OF DISEASES (= they have 
never had their Health Checked, they simply INVADED), 
possibly or probably Engage in all sorts of CRIME (from 
theft and assault to burglary, rape and murder, etc.), and 
this "BLONDE", who HAS A LOT OF ***-SEX (= "her right"), 
attends a Lot of Parades Where there is a lot of DISEASE, 
has Undergone the FULL SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
TOTALLY FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD ZIO-TV-SATAN-BOOK 
LOBOTOMY (incl. courtesy of the Satan Embassies of Zio- 
USA - Disease, Disease, Disease, and more Disease... Dark, 
Dark, Dark,... Disease, Disease, Disease,... Dark, Dark, 
Dark,...), AND has NEVER worked a DAY in her LIFE, gets 
paid - to sit on her ARSE - by the "Public Purse", which is 
SO IN DEBT - TO YOU KNOW WHOM - IT ITSELF HAS NO 
FUTURE, and who "KNOWS EVERYTHING"... is 30+, has 
had more than 10 abortions since the age of 13, and 
probably won't have any CHILDREN, and if she does have 
a CHILD it will be brought up to be so ZIO-LOBOTOMISED 
it won't be able to DO ANYTHING APART FROM DIE OUT 
WHILST FILLING ITS BODY WITH TATTOOS AND 
PIERCINGS AND MORE DISEASE, AND DISEASE AND 
DISEASE (DON'T FORGET THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
COMPOUND HAS FULLY SEALED BORDERS AND HAS 
CLEAR ETHNO-CENTRIC POLICIES OF COLLECTIVE 
REPRODUCTION AND COLLECTIVE CONTINUITY AND 
CONTINUED EXISTENCE, WHILST TOTALLY EXCLUDING 
THE ALIEN OTHER, AND FULLY SEPARATING ITSELF 
FROM THE INTERNAL OTHER). AND so the Old Folk we 
KNOW, some of whom MADE millions and millions and 
millions in ASSETS, but who ALL WORKED LIKE THE 



WORST OF DOGS FOR DECADES - up to 5 or 6, have 
children and grand children who are TOTALLY LOST to 
the PAST and to the FUTURE (for they are ALREADY LOST 
to and in the PRESENT), i.e. to our COLLECTIVE IDENTITY, 
and CANNOT LIVE the final years of their lives - after 
decades of slaving away - in their Villages of Birth, for the 
WHOLE ISLAND OR REGION FROM WHICH THEY ARE 
FROM has been OVERTAKEN by the "DARK, DARK 
MOSQUITOES OF DOOM AND DEATH AND DOOM" (their 
words, not mine). AND YOU, FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD, 
FULLY ZIO-LOBOTOMISED IMBECILE, THINK THERE IS A 
FUTURE? I KNOW WITH MORE CERTAINTY THAN 
ODYSSEUS RETURNING HOME THAT THE PALACE WAS 
NOW HIS, THAT THERE IS NO HOME AND NO RETURN 
AND SOON, SOONER THAN YOU MIGHT THINK, NO 
"OBJECTIVE RATIONALITY". 


if the process is that (or: Either with this or on 

this: Do or Die: Come back with your shield. 

or on it: Come back victorious or dead). 

If the process is that through migration, my cousins, my 
compadres, my neigbours, my fellow islanders, my 
compatriots, my fellow Tribesmen, Tribeswomen and 
Tribeschildren and friends from my childhood are going to 
be almost totally De-Hellenised by the age of 20 or 30 and 

and its Satanic Circus Monkey into 
, with the first generation that 


Absorbed by Satan 

HORRIFIC OTHER 











migrated, i.e. the Traitors, but also the Conveyors of 

Culture (- once the Churches were FULL, 
now they are Empty and being Sold Off) 

increasingly dying out or outright DEAD, and if I had to 
wage Guerrilla War Tougher than that of Mao or Ho or Che 
or my own Tribal Heroes in order to Keep the Flame Alive 

and my Heart Alight wifft Freedom, against the 
Vicious Hate of the Anglo-Irish Protestant- 
Catholic-Secular-Atheist and the Satanic 
Circus Monkey People - the most 
Disgusting, Ugly, Vile and Hideous People to 
have ever existed on the Face of this Earth 
(collectively speaking, and in particular as 
regards their elite), if that then is the 
process, I will have to accept it, I will have 
to abide by it (because it happened) but I 
shall AL WA YS KEEP MY SPIRIT FREE OF 
AND FROM IT, BECAUSE MY ANCESTORS 
LIVED IN FREEDOM, AND I AM A MAN, A 
HELLENE, A GREEK, A ROMAN, AND I 
SHALL ALWAYS BE FREE! I SHALL 
ALWAYS TREASURE MY WOMAN, MY 
PEOPLE, OUR TRINITY, THE VIRGIN 
MARY AND OUR HISTORY! I SHALL 
ALWAYS RESPECT THE NOBLE 





WARRIORS OF THE MANY OTHER 
TRIBES, PARTICULARLY EUROPEAN OR 
ASIAN, AND OTHER INDIVIDUALS (OR 
GROUPS) WORTHY OF RESPECT! 

DEATH TO SATAN! 


|H TAN h eiii TA S! nANTA EAAAAA, MONO 
PflMIOLYNH 


No-one can seriously say 

No-one can seriously say that half-white Barack was Half 
as good a World Leader as FULLY WHITE Bill or George, 
and that half-white Bob did not have the right attitude to 
Members of the Opposite Sex, penning and singing that 
extremely likable DIRGE, "No Woman, No Cry." One of the 
Greatest Heroes in the History of Hellenism was of One 
Half - Digenes Akrites (whether he is a Myth or Half-Myth 
or NOT you fucking dumb FUCK, HE is or rather was a Part 
of REAL (intellectual(-spiritual)) COLLECTIVE 
CONSCIOUSNESS, you fucking FULLY RETARDED DUMB 
FUCKING "COSMOPOLITAN", "ERUDITE", "URBANE", 
"SOPHISTICATED", "REFINED", "MULTI-CULTURAL", 
"ANTI-RACIST" CRETINOUS IMBECILE!) - and the Haifa 



Brain, if not Half a Caste, in von Sternberg's The Shanghai 
Gesture[19AT) is one Seriously FULLY Wicked and FULLY 
Fucked-Up BITCH. "You likee Chinese New Year?" 


A Simple Proposition 

Why don't we all do what you do and then we'll all be 
Happy. 


If the thesis holds true 

If the thesis holds true that what remains of the West is 
Crashing Out of History Ineluctably, Inevitably and 
DEFINITELY DEFINITIVELY, is it not more Sensible to Go 
After Up and Over SATAN and SATAN's Representatives 
rather than trying to Swim with them when we're already 
Drowning with them? Why should we drown first? 


If you say to me: "you're a Racist" 


If you say to me: "you're a Racist", I'll reply to you: "you're 
a Zio-Satanist and an anti-White Racist too". And If you 
have a brain, you'll walk away, because if you sit down to 
talk to me, you're going to lose. I am P.K.'s most 
knowledgeable Student. 


Scientific Definition of "far-Right" for: those who have full- 
spectrum ZIO-LOBOTOMIES) 

In the context of Western mass democracy, "far-Right" 
would be a Party or Movement which seeks to limit speech 
in the public space (just like nearly all Parties do! 
HAHAHAHAHA!!!], and openly or secretly wants and seeks 
governmental Power and its maintenance without "free 
and fair elections", and has a tendency towards Violence 
against the Other to the point of cruelty, incl. paramilitary 
action and perhaps wanting to conquer what was 
historically always foreign territory, and also strictly 
prohibiting Public Faggotism and other "Degeneracy", 
etc*. Being for or against the EU or another kind of EU in 
the era of Planetary Politics is a strategic choice - and has 
absolutely nothing to do with "Right" or "Left". Wanting 
Law and Order, Rule of Law and Effective Policing is 
simple SANITY and has ABSOLUTELY NOTHING to do with 
"Left" or "Right". Wanting to Shut one's Borders and Expel 
recently arrived residents of other (sub-)races brought 
into one's Homeland by Politicians GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY influenced and funded by ?I0- 
Satanists and ?IO-Cabalists - without consulting the People 



at all on the matter, whilst propagandising in favour of it 
Day and Night because of GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
ZIO-MEDIA and ZlO-etc. CONTROL - for the purposes of 
Social Trouble and Cheap Labour and to Further the 
Divide and Rule, Divide and Conquer tactics of ?I0- 
Satanists, whilst the Satanic Circus Monkey Compound 
and Bunker has FULLY SHUT BORDERS, is merely 
RESTORING PROPER ORDER in accordance with, inter 
alia, one's ancestors and is PLAIN COMMON SENSE. Those 
who say "far-Right" are more often than not the ?IO- 
Satanists referred to above and their Lackeys or ZIO- 
LOBOTOMISED Stooges. Of course, for the purposes of 
Polemics, "people" say and do whatever they want, and we 
all know who has GROSSLY 

DISPROPORTIONATE CONTROL OF THE MASS MEDIA, 

MASS ENTERTAINMENT, ACADEMIC/ SCHOOL 
INDOCTRINATION AS MEANS OF FULL-SPECTRUM ZIO- 

LOBOTOMISATION WHILST ISRAEL HAS FULLY SHUT 
BORDERS AND A MORE OR LESS RACIAL VIEW OF ITS 
RESIDENTS (So why does not Israel accept 
immediately, or over SIX (6) years if it would prefer. 
SIX (6) million immigrants from Black Africa who are 
not lewish, considering it lost SIX (6) million in the 
1940s, and considering that nearly all lews ALL OVER 
THE WORLD believe in the inherent equality of all 
People (apart from a few ???bis I know down the road 
-HAHAHAHAHAim?!. 

(* The European (and later American Far-Right) was definitely anti-Semitic in (neo- 
)National-Socialistic form, but apparently not (so) anti-Semitic in Fascistic (Mussolini, 
Franco et al.) form (whilst the Leninst-Stalinist wing of communism was always above 
all else "Machiavellian", i.e. use of the Semite (Jew) for their own purposes, something 
which the Maoist-Maoistic-Dengian Communists also appear to understand), though 
nowadays there are a number of anti-Musulman mass-democratic centre-Rightists or 
rather centre-Leftists like Wilders who are openly pro-Faggotism and pro-Israel, which 
can be seen as a kind of contemporary "Far-Right" mass-democratic state with a strong 





ethno-racist character to it and with a tendency to acts of cruelty against whomever and 
whatever it deems to be the Other, whether it is justified self-defence and or not). 


! [ Variation on a Theme: When one's population is 90% or 
95%+ white and basically of the same white mix (c. 
1930s), and when one's population is rapidly decreasing 
towards or even below 80% or 70% or 60%, then the 
dimension of COLLECTIVE SURVIVAL means the "far- 


Right" cannot possibly be the same in the Age of Inter- 
Imperialist(ic) Rivalries, e.g. 1930s, as in the Age of 
Potential Zio-Lobotomised Auto-Genocide in the Age of 
Satan, and increasingly in the Age of Ape-Anomie, e.g. 
2018. Only an absolutely HIDEOUS Representative of 


SATAN, wo uld try to convince you otherwise - YO U CAN 

8 MiM Uh all 

OVER THE PRESS, TV, IN UNIVERSITIES, AT THE CINEMA, 
ON DVD, ON 77W-TUBE, ETC.. SO, WHY WON'T ISRAEL 
RACIALLY DIVERSIFY ITSELF WITH MASSES AND MASSES 
AND MASSES OF BEAUTIFUL AND INTELLIGENT BLACK 
PEOPLE OR MUSULMANS (SIX (6) MILLION IS A GOOD 
NUMBER), AGAIN? DIDN'T QUITE C ATCH THAT. WHAT 
WAS THE REASON PROFFERED?...]]" 


this before, and I'll say it 
again, because people are 


[[I've said 


fully RETARDED AND FULLY 
FULL-SPECTRUM ZIO- 
LOBOTOMISED: A "Nazi'' or 

























a "Fascist", scientifically 
speaking, existed (in the 
main) until the end of WW2. 
Thereafter (leaving aside the 
fascist(ic) or fascist-like 
(proto- or underdeveloped- 
mass democratic-dictatorial) 
remnants in Spain, Portugal, 
Central and South America, 
etc.), there were a few "Neo- 
Nazis" and "Neo-Fascists" in 
the West, but only if they 
Advocate(d) or 
Programmatically 
Sought/Seek a HARD 
Dictatorship and some kind 
































of relative (race- and or 
ethnologically related) 
"Purity" with Expansionist 
Desires, whilst also referring 
symbolically etc. to the 
original Nazis and Fascists 
(and not simply just 
Defending the Fatherland 

- something which (ethno- and or race-)Patriots have 

from the Other 


always Done since Before Miitiades YOU FUCKING DUMB FUCKING RETARDS (!) and or wanting a mixed econom 
or government intervention in, and or regulation of, the economy, protectionism, etc.), and therefore, a Neo-Nazi 
eo-Fascist cannot possibly ever be someone who advocates or seeks in practice a Continuation of Western ma 
democracy as it was Demographicaliy until the end of the Cold War. Wanting to go back - more or less - to the 


lomy 

r a 


Demographic Situation c. 1990 has ABSOLUTELY NOTHING TO DO WITH NAZISM or FASCISM, but is a form of 
fperhaps RETARDED, though perhaps commonsensical - on one view, vet definitely 

understandable! NOSTALGIA! notwithstanding that reference might be made to a historical Nazi or Fascist - was P.K. 

a Nazi merely because he referred fnot negatively, not positively, merely descriptively! to Hitler in Theory of War! 

Are you serious, or a totally and fully fucked-up ZIO-LOBOTOMISED FUCKSTICK?! 

The Fact the Totally Evil Zio-Satanists like ???os and all the other members of the 


?????child Cabal etc., et al. 
(behind ???os and Co., or 
with them, such as "pundits" 
and "journalists" and 
"opinion makers" and 









































politicians of the (Bronstein- 
Trotsky) "(Satanic-Satanistic 
Zio-Imperialistic) One 
World" neo-Con-job or Dem- 

?imes or ????dian variety, et al., etc., et al., 

Tard and ?ew ?ork 

etc., et al., etc. - too many to mention - it gets really boring and tiresome after a while...), in conjunction with Zio-USA 
imperialism and its almost ridiculous, risible, nearing pathetic, formerly imperialist allies like the UK and France (and 
Germany too), call anyone a "Nazi" or "Far-Right" or a "Fascist" Resisting the Turning of their Ancestral Homelands 
into Ape-Anomie SWAMPLANDS, occurs because these Evil and ultra-Satanic anti-White Genocidal Maniacs want to 
Flood the West with the Other (or at least are totally indifferent to the flooding of the West with the Other), whilst 
ISRAEL GETS TO HAVE FULLY SHUT AND SEALED BORDERS AND AN ETHNO-RACIALLY-CENTRED SORT OF de 

facto "at least partly FAR-RIGHT" STATE! HOW FUCKING STUPID, IDIOTIC, IMBECILIC, MORONIC, CRETINOUS AND 
ZIO-LOBOTOMISED ARE YOU, YOU FUCKING DUMB FUCK, DUMB CUNTS? ANSWER: UNBELIEVABLY FUCKING 
STUPID, IDIOTIC, IMBECILIC, MORONIC, CRETINOUS AND ZIO-LOBOTOMISED!!! GOOD NIGHT, "WEST", NICE 
KNOWING YOU! NOW, IT IS HAN-MAN AND OR HINDU-MAN AND OR APE-MAN AND OR ???-MAN TIME ! AND THERE 
IS ABSOLUTELY NOTHING WE CAN DO ABOUT IT, APART FROM THOSE WHO HAVE THE ENERGY AND BRAINS AND 
ABILITY "TO FIGHT THE GOOD FIGHT" BECAUSE FOR AS LONG AS THERE IS LIFE, THERE IS THE IMPULSE OF SELF- 
PRESERVATION AND (thirst for) POWER.]] 

[[Science, as we know, is totally 
indifferent to the kinds of Distributions 

of Power and to the texture and 
composition of Culture and Humans in 

Culture, or to whom exactly is going to 
be called "Evil" and "Satan" or not. 

Science just describes and explains 

absolutely logically consistently and 
empirically verified without Norms and 

without Normative Values - and with as 

far as possible dispassionate lang ua g e - 
if it fas the scientific observer (= human 





















observer of human affairs or of non¬ 

human states of being in nature in the 
case of the natural sciencesl 
representing Sciencel is Capable of 
Doing So and to the Extent Possible.]] 


What am I going to do for: Lenin Got some Things RIGHT - 

at least in THEORY) 

What am I going to do with Wealth and WEALTH 
CREATION and more Money and Money and Money if a) 
IT'S NOT HAPPENING ANYWAY, and b) MY PEOPLE IS 
ALREADY NEARLY WIPED OUT? 


My African Friend and Comrade Fellow-Traveller Nelson 

Mandela 

My African Friend and Comrade Fellow-Traveller Nelson 
Mandela was a really great guy. He was a South-African 
Black National-Liberationist and his National- 
Liberationism had a Strong Racial Element to it, in fact, 
Tribal Racial Element, because there was not just one 












other Black Tribe his Tribe did not Exactly Get Along with, 
and the Reason my African Friend and Comrade Fellow- 
Traveller Nelson Mandela Talked so Well and in such an 
Inspiring Manner, i.e. the Reason he was such a Good 
Rhetorician and Political Bullshit Artist and Spin-Master 
has Largely TO DO with Because he had a White-Western 
Education Starting with Antigone and including a number 
of other Canonical White Western Classics, and NOT 
Because of something he learnt from one of his 
Grandparents or Ancestors. (Comrade Madiba's Spirit 
Says: "All formerly white settler colonies should open 
their arms to embrace white South African farmers now 
being Butchered, Tortured and Slaughtered and IN REAL 
DANGER. Fair is Fair. White nations need white people, 
and Africa is for us Africans (with some Chinese showing 
us how to do Stuff - or rather, Telling us what to do)}. 


Do you realise 

Do you realise, people are generally so empty, that if e.g. I 
and my woman took control of 80% of the Mass Media and 
Mass Entertainment and the Mass Education Systems in 
Western countries that about in 20 (or even less) years 
from now, society would start to consist of mostly - but 
not only - strong 4-to-10-member white 
traditional/patriarchal-like families and local communities 
of Very High Trust and next to NO CRIME, with an 



extremely reduced number of "psychological-psychiatric 
problems"? 


This is possible whether you like it or not for: Unintended 
Conseauences and the Heteroeonv of Ends always WIN in 


the END until. 


This is possible whether you like it or not. 
An Ideology of Ancestors up to Ancestor 
Worship is possible based on Language and 
or Cultural Inheritance. Human action is 
flexible enough to Bend and Re-Shape 
Concepts and Notions and Ideas and 
Perceptions in all manner of Ways. The 
Representatives of SATAN conceivably 
could get what they deserve from what they 
thought would amount to an at least 1000 
year Reich. Isn't Reality Really - in that way 
- FUNNY? 



Reality is all of society - the people before you, the people 
after you and their relations and interactions, the 
distributions of forms of Power and of Identity 

You can explain things any way you want and make a 
whole host of "valid" or other arguments, and even "win" 
in argumentation. So what? At the end of the day, all that 
matters is what happens in reality. 


lust because 

Just because all humans die, all societies die, all values die, 
all ethne die, all nations die, all races die, all cultures die, 
all species die - EVENTUALLY - it does not follow that 
there is no point to STRUGGLE - on the contrary, 
STRUGGLE IS INEVITABLE because for as long as there are 
Humans Referring to a Group or Groups (there cannot be 
Humans without Groups), there is the Impulse of Self- 
Preservation and the Will to Extend one's own Power 
either as prolonging one's Life for as long as possible and 
or as Dominating other lives to the extent possible. Suicide 
is the Choice made when the Impulse of Self-Preservation 
has left the Individual and or Group Suiciding so that 
Others can have less to struggle against, and or, to struggle 
with against Others. 



If your group is massified and atomised to 
the point 

If your group is massified and atomised to the point of 
flowing like water in rivers running wild where the drops 
cannot connect with one another, and their group is 
solidified to the point of being able to continue climbing 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY to positions of forms of 
relative High Power (since they have been there anyway 
for many many many decades anyway), then you are 
FUCKED WITH NEXT TO NO HOPE. Your only Chance is 
perhaps, but not probably, to Get Ready for if and when an 
Opportunity Arises FROM WITHOUT. But even then, never 
expect that the FROM WITHOUT is being done for you. It 
isn't. 


If I were an American 

If I were an American I would be very PROUD to count 
amongst my most valued teachers - and notwithstanding 
any points or areas of theoretical contention - Kenneth 
Waltz, who above all served his country more than once, 
and in more ways than one. 

[[If there are any English-language readers who are interested in P.K. but find him "a 
bit" overwhelming, there are a number of Americans and other English-language 



authors to turn to, to "build up" one's capacity for serious thought, not to mention all the 
non-English language Classics - all available in English. Then you can Return to P.K.. I've 
said it many times, P.K. takes years...]] 


The Children of Israel for: On my way to do my weekly 
shopping) 

On my way to do my weekly shopping, I drove past a 
HUGE billboard which declares "Help the Children of 
Israel", and upon that billboard are the faces of two rather 
cute relatively white children. And I thought: apart from 
Lauren Bacall - whom I always enjoy watching in movies, 
esp. Howard Hawks's 1944 masterpiece To Have and Have 
Not (LOVE THAT MOVIE!!!), I find most or nearly all Jews 
to be Aesthetically Absolutely Disgusting (and since 
aesthetics for every individual is a subjective choice made 
in the context of objective social-cultural-aesthetic 
relations), it's my right - as it is yours - to find whatever I 
want - as you can too - aesthetically DISGUSTING or 
BEAUTIFUL or anything in between or just plain (brain- 
dead) INDIFFERENT. AND I ALSO THOUGHT: since Jews 
have always been so prominent in "Civil Rights" and 
"Human Rights" - ALL FOR THE GOOD OF HUMANITY, OF 
COURSE - why does not the Billboard next time SHOW ALL 
OF US four Children of Israel - one that looks like a Black 
African "Kaffir", one that looks like a Chinese "Ching- 
Chong", one that looks like an Arab "Sand-Nigger", and one 
that looks like an Eskimo "Ice-Block". Because all children 
are all inherently the same and the Children of Israel 



DON'T NEED TO LOOK LIKE THE CHILDREN OF SATAN, 
DO THEY NOW? 

[[If the Billboard had stated "Help the Children of Greece", 
depicting two cute relatively white children, I would have 
smiled and hoped to see next time a Billboard stating 
"Help the Children of Greece" with four relatively white¬ 
looking Greek children - and if the Billboard were to have 
40 children, I'd want at least 38 or 39 to be relatively 
white, and at most 1 or 2 to be African or Asian (though I 
won't get overly upset if it's 3 or 4 non-white-looking 
Greek children - but definitely not more!) - YOU SEE, 
aesthetics have a strong Subjective Matter of Taste 
Component, and whilst at group-level, aesthetics can and 
do change, For the Term of My Natural Life, I'll like and 
dislikeWHATEVER THE FUCK I WANT, WITHOUT 
ASKING YOU. AND WHILST ALSO TELLING YOU TO FUCK 
OFF, YOU DISGUSTING, REVOLTING, DESPICABLE, VILE, 
ULTRA-UGLY, SATANISTIC ANIMAL!!!]] 


If my life lasted for 200 years and I could see and hear and 

write 


If my life lasted for 200 years and I could see and hear and 
write, ap art from translating EVERYTHING by P.K., I'd also 
translate I Pi PI WM MlTlaf¥ivIw5ffiT5Tfltny!H into English 


because I sense from what I've already read and what I 

already know, the guy was a FUCKING 

LEGEND (notwithstanding any and or all of his errors and 








or inaccuracies and or unfairness - if present and 
existent). 


When a Group or Individual is Hated Intensely 

When a Group or Individual is Hated Intensely, that Group 
or Individual - if it or he wants to Survive - Probably or 
Almost Certainly must Love Itself or Himself all the more 
Intensely, and find and or make (e.g. through "magic tricks 
and other devices") others (allies, for instance) Love it or 
him too. This applies to all Groups and or Individuals. 


1 hear a little birdie Saying to Me (or: AS 
FREE AS A BIRDh 

I hear a little birdie Saying to Me: "chirp, 
chirp, chirp, Being Absolutely Realistic 
Means that we Have to Work with what 
we've Got, which means you have to work 
even with whom you find to be 


DISGUSTING, even the DEVIL himself! 
There is NO OTHER CHOICE!". 


AND to the little birdie I did cordially and 
politely - without raising my TONE - reply: 
"Listen Here, Little Birdie. I am not a 
Politician, I am not a Diplomat, I am not a 
Professor, I do not want Recognition - let 
alone Fame, I do not want any more ???ey 
and ???ds than what I already Have, so 
Little Birdie, YOU CAN FUCK OFF TOO!". 

And the Little Birdie never stopped by 
again, and I heard not its "chirp, chirp, 
chirp" even once more. 


When the Left. When the Right. When the 
Centre Came After Me (OR: IDEOLOGY IS 
fNEARLY! EVERYWHERE! 

When the Left came after me, it said to me: 
"Come back to US, WE KNOW that your 
Heart will always be with US". AND I told 



the Left to FUCK OFF. When the Right came 
after me, it said to me: "Come to US, WE 
KNOW that your Mind is turning towards 
US". AND I told the Right to FUCK OFF. 

When the Centre came after me, I spoke 
first and it LISTENED: "Satan Satan, Monkey 
Monkey, Satanic Circus Monkey", and IT 
DEPARTED IN A FLASH. For Satan sends his 
SCM everywhere - to all Sides and Sub- 
Sections of the political spectrum - and at 
the extremes of which, one can sometimes 
barely discern IT. BUT when Satan thinks 
its job is Easiest and "Reasonable", Science 
Picks IT out IMMEDIATELY from a millions 
miles away, AND, then says to itself, i.e. 
Science qua Science, Science to Science: 
"Whilst there is no Satan, it Sure 
is FUN HAVING ONE!" 


THERE IS ABSOLUTELY NO DOUBT - savs 
an Acquaintance of this Site's Literary 



Persona. (Or: Serious Strategic Planning for 
the purposes of SURVIVAL): 

Given Planetary Developments, there is 
ABSOLUTELY NO DOUBT that Europe 
should be United into One Multi-Ethnic 
White-Based State and in Close 
Collaboration with BOTH Russia and the 
USA, but on a FULLY SHUT BORDERS BASIS, 
with programmes of Mass Indigenous 
White Baby Births in accordance with 
Historical Ethnicities, but without excluding 
Mixed-Race babies, the Reinstatement of 
Patriarchy and the Expulsion and Gradual 
Elimination of (at the very least, most, if not 
nearly all, of) Mohammedanism and (much 
of the already existent invading) Africanism 
(not those resident for three or more 
generations and those in genuine long-term 
relationships with Indigenous Relatively 
White Members of the Opposite Sex, or 
those adopted and raised bona fide by an 
indigenous European (couple), et al.). If 
such a Programme is NOT PUT IN PLACE 
and CARRIED OUT, APE-ANOMIE will SORT 


THINGS OUT, ANYWAY. It's a matter of 
TIME - a few Decades, or some Decades, 
probably though not more than 10 Decades. 
SO, a particular GROUP, might have an 
INTEREST in co-operating, BECAUSE if it 
DOES NOT, "THINGS" WILL HAPPEN ONE 
DAY THAT YOU THOUGHT WOULD NEVER 
HAPPEN AGAIN. AND THAT INCLUDES 
YOUR NATION-STATE. HOW is it going to 
Survive without a Co-Operative Europe? By 
Satanic Circus Monkey Magic? BY 
NUCLEAR-BOMBING ITSELF? Or, by Way of 
YOUR MISSING LINK1 In any case, if WE 
SURVIVE, then YOU can SURVIVE and we 
can VISIT the HOLY LAND, and you can 
VISIT our TRIBAL HOMELANDS. BUT THAT 
MEANS YOU HAVE TO FINISH WITH YOU 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, ONCE AND FOR 
ALL. GET IT? (I suppose not...]... 


What the sociologist engaged in sociology and not in 
sociologism knows 



What the sociologist engaged in sociology 
and not in sociologism knows is that 
socially a society has certain features which 
distinguish it ideal-typically from other 
social formations, and that a society of 
Hedonism and Consumption, Massification 
and Atomisation, Urbanisation and 
Mobilisation, produces all kinds of different 
life stances and states of social psychology, 
in addition to metaphysical beliefs or forms 
of ideology and ideologem(e)s, which are all 
describable and explainable, just like the 
various crystal(lisation)s of forms of Power, 
all of which interrelate and interact with 
one another, and with carry-over - from 
previous societies - features, and also with 
new kinds of ways of living, in dynamic 
states of human affairs. Whether something 
is "good" or "bad" is absolutely 
IRRELEVANT. 



If I were Chinese Emperor 

If I were Chinese Emperor sitting in my 
Palace Eating Peking Duck, I would be 
thinking: "if it's not me, it will be one my 
racially and ethnologically and culturally 
homogeneous successors who'll be 
Laughing after WhiteDevilMan expends the 
last of his energies in fighting with RusMan 
and amongst himself and with all of the 
Diverse Colours he has surrounded himself 
in. If I ever see one of those Usurous- 
Trading-Devils, I'll just SMILE". 

[[ Or. Variation on a Theme: Zio-High Verbal 10-Brain. Talking: "I'm going to Transfer all 
or at least a huge chunk of Production to China, and I'm going to Print Money and 
Command Service Economies in the West, and that is going to Last Forever, and is not 
going to Mean that other countries like China with Strong States and Strong Collective 
Identities won't Build-Up their Military Capacities and get themselves Eventually into 
Positions to do Real Damage to Me - because I, just by Printing Money and Running 
Service Economies - am going to Rule the Globe Forever, Because it Just Happens to 
have Happened c. 1950 to c. 2010/20+?, and because I said and say SO, and Anyone not 
With ME, is a Traitor and Against Free Trade and Against Basic Human Decency and 
Against Humanity and Against Democracy and Against the Liberal World Order and 
Against Human Rights and an Anti-Semite and a Racist and Notices GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE CRYSTAL(LISATION)S OF FORMS OF POWER IN JEWISH ELITE 
HANDS EVEN THOUGH THEY DON'T EXIST... (EVEN THOUGH THEY ACTUALLY EXIST - 
AND TO A FAR GREATER EXTENT THAN YOU COULD POSSIBLY EVER IMAGINE... AND I 
JUST CAN'T UNDERSTAND WHY SO MANY ALL OVER THE WORLD HATE US AND ARE 
DISGUSTED BY US... I DON'T UNDERSTAND WHY... I JUST DON'T GET IT... THEY MUST 
BE JEALOUS AND LAZY AND DUMB AND BIGOTED AND PREJUDICED AND MENTALLY 
UNSOUND AND CRAZY AND VICTIMS OF CHILDHOOD ABUSE AND OR OF THE 
AUTHORITARIAN PERSONALITY AND SEXUAL DISORDERS AND REPRESSED 
HOMOSEXUALITY - THERE CAN BE NO OTHER REASON, NONE WHATSOEVER... IT’S 
NEVER EVER EVER-EVER OUR FAULT, EVER, NOT EVEN IN PART, NOT EVEN A 
BIT.)...".]] 



Because of Democracy 

Because of Democracy (and a particular 
Geography and perhaps a particular 
Climate too), the gap between High Culture 
and Low Culture in Hellenism was always 
smaller, the Distance always less, than in 
Chinese or Indian (or Persian) Culture. 
Satan's Representatives on Earth - 
Comparatively Speaking - Had No Culture 
Ever Apart from Moving, Trading and 
Counting. 


For 1100 years there was a Polis 

For 1100 years there was a Polis Reigning, Regina, and for 
about 900 yeas we Commanded Large Spaces. Within 
about 600 years of Being Displaced, Raped, Abducted - as 
Children, and further, Enslaved (children and women and 
even MEN), Murdered, Massacred, Forcibly - directly or 
indirectly - Converted and Deported from Lands we Had 



Occupied for 1500 to 2000 years before the Barbarian 
Arrived with the Sword, We were TOTALLY WIPED OUT 
FROM OUR LANDS - even though many people THERE are 
still Racially US and even have WAYS that are more Like 
We Were than We are Today (which is Totally 
Narcissistically-ZioUSA-Lobotomistically-ZioUSA- 
FUCKED) with NO HOPE OR FUTURE, resembling nothing 
like the Way We Were even only Several Decades Ago. 

AND TODAY what Remains on the Other Side of the 
Aegean, Is Being Taken Over by Masses of Barbarians, 
Potential or even Present Thieves, Burglars, Rapists, 
Murderers, Spreaders of Disease. AND SATAN-BOOK via 
Satan's Representative on Earth - who actually looks like 
Satan's ArseHole and to LOOK at IT Arouses Such Levels of 
Disgust and such a Will-to-Vomit that it is always best to 
avoid IT (if possible) - Tells me Day and Night Not to be a 
Phobe and Everything is Going to be Alright, Because I, 
Satan's Representative, Said So. And the Satanic Circus 
Monkey Satan-Bunker which extends into a Satan- 
Compound SEALS ITS BORDERS AND KILLS BOTH ITS 
FOES AND THE INNOCENT Day and Night. And People - 
WITH FULL-SPECTRUM ZIO-LOBOTOMIES - Think there is 
Something Wrong with ME. 

(P.S. The Final Hellenes can be seen in the movie A Touch of Spice (IIoAmKr| Koneva) 

(2003)). 


Mv parents were born on a mountain for: He who keeps 
the Flame ALIVE can never be defeated) 


My parents were born on a mountain. The Last 
Generation. The last generation descended from the 

Roman Empire [Eastern, Hellenic) - racially and 
religiously and culturally broadly 
homogeneous, as all the surrounding 
villages, as all of the island, as all of the 
territory Up and Down and to the East for 
Hundreds of Miles [and the exceptions to 
the relative homogeneity were all a 
historical and accepted part of the 
Landscape). THEN their country. Sucked 
into the Zio-USA-Anglo Imperium - for 
SATAN has been Circulating the Money for 
many Centuries, particularly after the End 
of the Roman Empire [in its Eastern 
Manifestation) - and AngloProtestant Man 
became Satan's Primary Collaborator [for 
AngloProtestant Man was an Innovator, 
apart from leaving his Villages en masse up 
to a couple of centuries before my parents 
left their Village). And SO IN CONVICT 
LAND my woman and I - racially and 
religiously and culturally homogeneous 
[and that's the best way to CONNECT with 
your WOMAN) - had a childhood FILLED 



WITH THE WAYS OF OLD ROME. And WE 
NEVER LOST THOSE WAYS, BECAUSE WE 
KEPT THE FLAME ALIVE AND WE CAN 
NEVER BE DEFEATED EVEN IN DEFEAT. 
And so it Came to Pass that when in the Old 
Land our Automobile MUST STOP and wait 
for up to Hours because Hordes of Invading 
Musalman Mohammedans (the MOST 
DISGUSTING, VILE, ABHORRENT, 
HORRENDOUS, FILTHY, VOMIT-INDUCING 
CREATURES AND ANIMALS IN THE 
UNIVERSE AFTER SATIN'S 
CHILDREN - GIVEN THAT THEY HAVE 
MASSACRED AND FORCIBLY 
ASSIMILATED MILLIONS OF OUR OWN 

THROUGHOUT THE CENTURIES have 
BLOCKED THE PASS to pray to the SATANIC 
MONKEY GOD (incidents NEVER 
REPORTED IN THE SATAN MEDIA OF ZIO- 
USA EMBASSIES AND ZIO-USA SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY ODIUM AND HATE), and 
whilst the SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
COMPOUND NOT ONLY DOES NOT ALLOW 
THE INVADERS ENTRY, 







REGULARLY KILLS THEM REGULARLY TO 


SEND THEM THE MESSAGE... My Woman 
and I remember our 4,000-year-old 
HISTORY... and He who keeps the Flame 
ALIVE can never be defeated... even in 
defeat. 


Because I Come from an Old Civilisation 

Because I Come from an Old Civilisation 
Already Dead, I Look Across at Hindu Man 
Sitting High in the Clouds, and See Someone 
Historically Worthy of Respect. I Look 
Across at Han Man Being Wise with his 
Ancestors, and feel nothing but Respect. I 
Look Across at Nippon Man and Marvel at 
his Lines and Dignity. I Recollect Persian 
Man and how he Helped Shape my Identity. 

I Also See Viet Man and Shed a Tear for Tran 

Hu-ng Bao an[ J Bac Ho even though Du y Khanh pjll s 
my Heart with q u ^ hu'O'ng even MORE. Because I 
Come from an Old Civilisation Already Dead, I have NO 






TIME for Satan and its Cancerous Flea-Vulture-Parasitical 
Tumorous Outgrowth. 


If I Cannot Help Keep the Tribal Flame Alight 

If I Cannot Help Keep the Tribal Flame Alight because my 
Tribe has Decided to Commit, and is Committed to, and is 
Committing, Collective Suicide, then I Cannot even Warn 
the Other Tribes of the Hideous Satanic Tribe, because the 
Other Tribes with a Future are Already Aware of IT, 
Preparing for IT, and Getting Ready to Further Block, 
Smother, or even - if necessary - Extinguish IT. 


If my Tribe were Alive and Strong 

If my Tribe were Alive and Strong, I would care not one 
iota whether other Tribes were Going Well, Could Just 
Pick up the Phone and Give "Democratically Elected 
Politicians" Orders or Dismiss Anyone they Feel like from 
their Work and Gainful Employment and or Destroy 
Anyone they Feel Like through Deliberate Defamation in 
the Mass Media and through other MEANS, Get (almost) 
whatever they want Done in Government Departments 
incl. TAX, Run the International (il)legal Drug and Flesh 
Trade - and many other Trades - Directly through 
Government (Police, "Federales", and Other) Departments, 



Legitimate "Free-Market" Commerce and Organised Crime 
(Mobs), or were Doing Poorly, or Dying Out. 


A great Tragedy in my Life (or: everyone has their 
Reasons) 

A great Tragedy in my Life was the Civil War that played 
its not insignificant part in Sending me to the Other Side of 
the World which if things were Right, should never have 
happened EVER (I am my grandfathers (iTiopiSoav, 
BaaiAeioq) and great grandfathers (BaaiAeioq, riexpoq, 
EuaxaOioq, 'Ia)&vvr|<;), let alone my father, don’t forget, 
Imbecile). Another great Tragedy, was being a great 
admirer of Bac Ho, the National-Liberationist, and then 
finding out that one of the Greatest Singers of the 20th 
century (not "of all time" because only a Dingbat would 
say "of all time" when we don’t have any significant 
number of recordings from before 1900), was Duy Khanh, 
my best and lifelong Viet Brother, who Loved Viet Nam as 
much - if not more - than Ho, and hated Ho with a 

Raging Passion. 



Business is Business. Money is Money. Science is Science 
for: Why Aesthetics in the jungle of Massified-Atomised 
Human-Apes can be a Secondary Matter to Say the Least) 

Business is Business, Money is Money, 
Science is Science, Survival is Survival. 
When we make or seek Money, When we do 
Business, When we do Science, When we 
have nothing to do but Survive, The Look on 
the Other Side(s) is Irrelevant, Likes and 
Dislikes are Irrelevant, Love and Hate are 
Irrelevant, All that matters is Self- 
Preservation, and Keeping the Law in Mind, 
Keeping in Mind the Law. 


It's not that difficult to describe the 
phenomenon for: Money is the Root of all 
Evil, and. Money Makes the World go 
Round, the World go Round, the World go 
Round) 

It's not that difficult to describe the 
phenomenon, but nearly all people don't 
want to hear about it. It's rather difficult to 



explain the phenomenon, and nearly no-one 
wants to hear the explanation. It's 
impossible to propose a solution to the 
phenomenon, because SATAN has you by 
the BALLS and SATAN won't let go until 
Someone Comes Along, Slays the SATAN 
grabbing and squeezing your BALLS, and 
Creates Another SATAN. [["Oc; 5 tv eyei ^qaei 
to (paivopevo Siaxpovia, 5ia SeKaexia^ eh; 
toc avooTspa KAqpaKia iaxuoc; Kai e^oixriaq 
Kai ttAoutou, q Kai yvchaecnq chq 
TtapaxqpqasoLK; ocKpiPou^ - auyKeKpippevoov 
dv0pd)Tta)v (drco SiKaaxqpia, voaoKopeia 
Kai xqv «£Asu0epav ayopav» yeviKcnq coq 
xdq xpafTs^aq, xqv scpopia Kai Aoura 
KuPepvqxiKa ypacpsla), 6ev ex £l ideav 
TTapagiKpqv xi sivai xo cpaivopevo eh; xqv 

/v 

itpa^iv. Movov eiq Richard Wagner (Kai 
Friedrich Nietzsche) q Fyodor Dostoyevsky 
q Woodrow Wilson q Werner Sombart q 
Henry Ford q Ezra Pound (KaiT.S. Eliot) q 
Werner Conze q JFK (Kai Richard Nixon) q 
Revilo Oliver (Kai Joseph Sobran) q Aleksandr 

Isayevich Solzhenitsyn fj Stanley Kubrick (ical dq rjxo rj 
cpapa too - £7Tiar|q: Ron Unz, Gilad Atzmon, Israel Shahak, 



Paul Gottfried (6 eva<; duo xobq 5bo xEAeuxalouq fj Kal oi 
5bo xeAeuxolol gaAAov gaaavE Kauax; xa Aoyia xouq, av 
5 ev Kava) AaBoq), Kal up (BA. yvcoaxal 5r|Ad)a£L<; xrjq Barbara 
Lerner Spectre, Bernard-Henri Levy, George Soros, et al., 
oxav obx£ dq KO)va)i|j uepvaa duo xa abvopa xob 'IaparjA) 
(ual Sergio Leone Kal Kevin B. MacDonald (kl a<; £ivai 
g£po<; xrjq Becopiac; xoo egoAoc;) - Kal va aK£cpxdx£ Kaxa 
uoao aoppiKvd)0r| 6 cAAriviapoq xov 20ov ai. Kal Kaxa 
uoao £g£y£0bv0r| xo 'IaparjA Kaxa xpv i5ia uepiuou 
ucpioSo (upfBA. Kal [ieAexti Mearsheimer-S. M. Walt)... Kal 
xl uoaoaxo xcav Suxlkgov SLaEKaxoggupLobxaw fj xcov 
xpauE^LKcav cAcyKxcav abxcov £ivai... xl uoaoaxo xa>v 
LSicoKxrixcav fj Kal cAcyKxcav xcav MME Kal xrjq ga^LKfjq 
ilioxaycayiaq £ivai... xa>v Ka0r|yr|xd)v d<; eAIx uav£uiaxf|pLa 
k.x.A., k.Au., k.o.k.,... dc; axcaiv g£ xo uoaoaxo xob 
auvoAucob uAr|0oapob... Kal aK£cpxdx£ xaq upcaxoycvdq 
poaxLKaq Koivcaviaq, ai avacpcpovxai d<; xo xpixov 
KEcpaAaiov xob To TIoXitiko kcci 6 'AvOpamoc;, xo yeyovoq 
6 xl 7/ napaKpi) tov (xotlkov noXiTLopov... 8tv e'xsl 
(B iJBALoypacpLav, Kal oxl 6 n.K. SpAcavEi oxif] 0£O)pia xob M. 
Weber gaAAov govov tv pepei elvai op0r|, apaye xl 
appaivEL abxo 5ia xov W. Sombart, o<; aiyoopa e'x£l 
xouAaxiaxov Kauoiav a^iav aAAidx; 5 tv 0a 5r|poaL£0£ 6 
n.K. xov Agtov;... + yvooaxal 5r|Ad)a£L<; xob n.K. oxl 5ev 
£ ivai EbviKiaxfiq aAAa Kal uepl auvopoov... + 6 n.K., xov 
Werner Conze, ouax; Kal 6 Reinhart Koselleck, uavxa xov 
0£a)poba£ upaygaxiKov AdaKaAov. \it oAr| xf]v appaalav 
xrjq AE^Ecaq, 15 lax; ax; upoq xpv dvaAimupv uoAoeulueSt] 
KaluoAuaxpoapaxT] laxopioypacpiav (kolvgovuk;, 
uoAixiKrjq, lSegov, oiKovopiaq, vopiKob uAaiaioij, k.o.k.) Kal 
uepl xob upo(BAf|paxo(; xoav alxioav Kalxrjq aixiaaeax;, tvad 
6 Conze uoxe 5ev Siaxaae va aaxoAr|0fj - aaxcxax; av f]xo 
uavxa aKpi(Bfi<; fj SiKaioq fj oxl - g£ giav ogaSav avBpcbuoav 



7101) KCLTZIXZ 0£CT£l<; OXXTUCfjq E^OUOiaq £££ PaQllOV CCKpCiX; 
SvoavaXoyov dc; oxeoiv p£ to % too oovoAucoo 
7iAr|0oopoo tioo poav [[np(3A. xf]v avacpopa poo aAAod 
axf]v oeAlSav xoiaoxr|v 7i£pl xf]v «f|ooxiav x£ Kal oia)7iri» 
too Heidegger Kal too Schmitt]] - Kdxi tioo £yh) kl f] Kop' 
AyyeAco poo c'xoope <Jt] 0 £i auo Kovxa Kal ox 6 Tiexal 5ia 
SeKaexiaq, Kal p£ xo biiep Trapaudva) r\ Kop' AyyeAco (r] 
«7ipoKoi|;£», ouoaq 0a zXzyz 6 7iaxf)p £poo)‘ ayyAiaxl = 
cutting the fucking bullshit 7i£pl «oAa)(; a0d)a)v» 
av0p(ja7ia)v....... Kal apK£xoi aAAoi g£v, aAAa 8z eAdxioxoi 

dc; axsoiv p£ xo obvoAo xcav acpeAcov ScKaSoav Kal 
CKaxovxaSoav dcaxoppopiGov, KaxaAajBaivoov. Elc; Aoyoq 
Tioo cpxaaapcv £5d) tioo cpxaoape, p£ xpeAAapevooq 
«N£oaovxr|pr|XLKooq» Kal 7iaAa(3idpr|5£<; «cpiA£A£O0£poo(; 
Ar|poKpax£q», Kal oi 5oo irAeopai too aKpcaq r|Ai0ioo Kal 
aKpa)(; £tilklv5ovoo "One World/American 
Exceptionalism". KaAr] xdxr|, Koope Aotikc, 5r|Aa5f|, adxo 
tioo airepeivd ('H povr| cAtt'k; divai oxl 0a laxoari xeAucax; 
xo 0£O)pr|pa too Kenneth Waltz, 5f] f] koivt] Aoyucrj, f] 
£^LOopp67ir|OLq, f] aoxooovxT]pr|oi<; (3ao£i peaAioxucfjq 
oxa0pLO£a)(; Kal Spaoeax; cm Kal evxoq oxeoeoov ioxdoq 
Kal too ooox£Tiopoo Sovapeoav.] AatpaX&c 8ev 

Xeyoi va k«|^v£T£ pure fila SrjAa)gic cm 

TOti 0£|^«TOC. OUT£ VOC Ttp«l£T£ 

KCCTl _ ooo ya^o Kal va ctKOoy£xai - Travxou 

dc aoxT|v tt|v a£Ai8a oxi to povov psaAioTiKO dvai 

v« Ka|Livric adxo nod iipnopdc va Ka|LivTic... aAAa poo 

ap£a£i va £vr|p£pd)v<ji) xodc Koipiapdooc (va |nf|v 

£ia0£ dq)£A£ic Kai Kooxopvrj0ia - aac (payav£ 

Aayavo!) - oxi Kal va gK£(pxovxai 8ia xf)v 
£vr m£pa)aiv. dx£ xr|v aTtoSfoovxai rj od - 8ia Kaxi 













TtpayiLiaTiKOTriTac nod «8ev X£yovxai») - aAAa povov 
to ysyovoc; oxi Kdxi «duayop£0£xai» dc; xoaa<; x<dpa<; duo 
TO Va £ivai dvTLK£L[I£VO £p£OVT|(; Up£U£l vd OCO; 
upofBAripaxiari Kai vd adq [BaAi] dc; u£piaoAAoyf|v, (Ba0dav 
(oAoiyvcjopuJoopev otl r\ £uiaxf|pr|, aKopa Kaif] iaxopiKiy 
£np£TC£ vd divai £Aeo0£pa vd £p£Ovf|aT] oAa xa 0£paxa, 
apaye...). To yeyovoq £mar|<; otl zk tow upaypaxcov to 
£pyo too n.K. - to auoo5aia)T£po oAcov xd)v £uoxd>v Kaxa 
xr\v dnoi[/LV poo - up£U£i «va uepaai] dub xfjv axouov 
£mxp07if| xooq» iva £K5o0rj dub MeyaAo 'EkSotlko Olkov 
AkoSt] pa'iKd)v TixAoov dc; xov ayyAocpoovov Koapov acpoo 
KopioAeKxiKdx; ouoo yopiar|<; adxol dvai oi £K5oxaifj 
maco duo dcSoxac; (oi av0pa)uoi uob ar|Ka)voov to 
Tr|A£cpa)vo Kai uob biboov Siaxayaq... - acpoo 
upoaua0r|aav vd puAoudpoov xr\v dcboaiv (BifBAioo too 
opo0pr|aKod xooq xov P. Gottfried!, Kai 0a biaxaaoov u£pi 
too XaAKOKovbbAoo!) (eyed Kaif] Kop' AyyeAa) e'xoopev xov 
Tpouov vd dcbcjbaoope xa auavxa too XaAKOKovbbAoo dc; 
xa AyyAiKa, dc; zkSoozk; uoAoxeAdaq k.Au., aAAa AEN TO 
KANOYMEN, 5ioxi AEN bafixof] £m0opia too paKapixoo 
vayivoxav avxucdpevo «axoAia)v» duo xoc^odq coq 
AOBOTOMHMENOYX - aKooaa apK£xa iva cppdpo duo 
xodq £v 'EAAabi axo YouTube ((BA. Readers' Page 5ia xa 
«0opa)p£va» axoAia poo uepixoov f)Ai0ioTf|T(jov uob 
aKooaa!!! 'Av 5ev ^£Op£T£ xi Aex£ AIATI AEN TO 
BOYAHNETE Em TEAOYX, EEPOAEX KAI BAAKEX; 

"Ouoioq £X£i xriv xdxr| axf]v <Jayf| too vd £vxpocpf|ar| dc; to 
£pyov too XaAKOKovSdAoo divai ovxcjoq ebAoyripevoq, Kai 
xpobeixfiv uAooai(joxdxr| uveopaxiKri xpocpf] uob buapxei 
axriv iaxopia xrjq Xk£i|;£Cjo<;... Kai to yeyovot; oxi aripavxiKo 
£0viko uav£uiaxf|pio - 5ev Aeco uoTo - aAAa £OKoAa 0a to 
(B pdxe av aKecpxdxe - fjbeAe vd 5rj av burjpxs uepiuxcoaiv 
vd eAey^ xf]v £ppr|vdav too KovboAdoo £pyoo 5ia 




GKOTTOuq ekSogeox;... dq £Ad)0£po<; "EAAr|v, 'Po)|ir|6<; 

7ipay [i cxtik6 c^, auoyovoq xou KoAoKoxpobvT], povov pia 
a7iavxT]oic; 0a p7iopoua£ va 5a)crr| - «axa apxiSia pou»! 
KaAAio Ad)X£po<; Kal «7ipoa(jopivo9>, Tiapa Siacrripoc; Kal 
«aiamo<;»... i)7io auxaq xac; auv0r|Ka<; ! {Ki oaov 

acpopa aitiaaiv Kal alxioAoylav Kal 
<«nn/a)|K>cria 9 >, oao mo (3a0sid 
dvaxp£xcnj|!£v £i<^ xf)v laxopiav, xoao 
axsxiKoo^ pixpov poAov rtai^ouv - aAAa aixo 
xo 1204 TTEpiTtou Kali)ax£pa criyoupa 
apx^ouv Kal xcai^ouv aKpooq SuaavaAoyo 
p£ xov Ttoaoaxo xou ixAr|0uapoO xouc; poAov 
CTxfjv dvaitxupv Kal EpTisSajaiv xou 
p£pKavxiAiapoO Kal (Trpooxo-jKamxaAiapou 
diapiaou xrjq apxiKfjq (pacx£a)<; xrj<^ 
Eupa)ixaLKfjc; £T[£Kxda£a)(; rcayKoaplax;, f^v 6 
XaAKOKOv8uAr|c; TT£piypd(p£i elc; 
xo IlXavr]TLKfi IloAiTiKij..., Kal aito xo 19ov 
aL, xa Tipaypaxa £lvaiT]5r| aKpooc; 
SuaavaAoya Kal axov TtvsupaxiKov xopxa,... 
Kal arto xov 20ov a'l. toq ar|p£pov, xa 
Tipdypaxa dq pEpiKdq x^pac; dvai teXelmc; 
EKxdq eXiyxov nspi aicpux; SvoavaAoyov 
avpp£TOxrj<; sig ax £TlK <*>g vxprjXa no or a 
oxsTuefjg i^ovaiag icai impporjg 



(ovpnEpiXapPavopevrjc; xfj<; napavoprjs 
rj iced vopiprp; (i^apxaxai nax; to pXsnsi 
kocve'k;) diKTVtootjs Kai xfj<; npoa)0rja£ox; 
tmv iSiaiv ccvOpdmoiv pda£i xrj<; 
npaixoyEVOVc; pvaxiKfjg KOivatviaq xovq, 
k.o.k. - yicc ipa^EXE xi kocvovv Iva va 
ixovv n.x- to 25% rwv (poixrjxajv 
avajxaxov navEmaxrjpiov nayKoapiaq 
ipPeXeiaq oxav eivai povov x62% xov 
awoXiKOV nXrjQvapov xfj<;xa>pa<; 
xoiavxrjs - Kai avxd iaxvEi anoXvxax; 
Kai eiq xaq iaxpiKat; axoXaq, ns pi 
0d)KO)v KaOrjytjxMV iXix Tlaveniaxqpioiv 
Yevikox;, Kai sig xa dvdixepa Kai 
avdixaxa SiKaaxtjpia, Kai ei<; xaq 
peyaXaq ixaipsiag ax; npoq npoayaiYca;, 
axa MME, axq pa(iKi) ipvxayaiYia, as 
KvpspvtjxiKa no axa Siapop(pd)aeax; 
noXixiKfjg, axa avaixaxa axeXexn 
xpane^ajv Kai SrjpoaiovopiKMV, 
Xpt]paxiaxt]piaKd)V Kai Xoinaiv 
napopoicov iSpvpaxatv, axovq 
SiaeKaxoppvpiovxovq, k.x.X., k.X. n., 
k.o.k.)... (depot) sv 'EAM 81 UTrdpxouv 



EcpripspiSac; uoo cpcovaaKouv xaKxiKdx; Ttspi 

avxi-.Kai axeSov aiyoupa 

Xpt|paxo5oxouvxai arco xf]v.fj. 

Ttpscxpda (uEpiTTox) xo i'Sio k&vei)),... ouxe 
va KAdar| 8ev p-rropsl Kairoioq, xoopic; va T d 
rtapouv eiSriaiv (Kai p£ xa IaxavoBi(!A[a 
xouq) (Kai ttou va Korrroio^ xo xi 
kocvouv eit; xac; «aovoiKiac; xooc;» - card xo 
Ar|papxeIo &<; xa Ioim£ppdpK£x!)... 5£v 
dvaiAaGoq peae^-aKpec; f] Ttapopoiaiaic; pe 
ixapaaixo, i|a)AAo, youa, KapKivoopa,... acpoo 
r) aKAripf) Epyaaiar) X£ipwvaKxiKT|, xoo 
aoopaxoq,... 8ev yivexai aov^Gooq arto 
auxou^ (skxoc; evxo^ 'IapafjA, (3£(3aia><;, Kai 
coottou xsAeiooasi xo TTpayto pa^iKo Kupa 
psxavaaxoov (axac; HILA, AuaxpaAia, k.Aix.) 
coq xo Ann]... odxs pia avdAoyo^ Guaia eiq 
TtoAspoo^ (be; cxxpaxubxai... av Kai (paivexai 
oxl sivai KdTtooq xovxpf) Kai ETtupaveiaKooc; 
«£tu0£xikt|» f) TTapopoioocTu; adxr|... opooc;, 
oxav auyKpiGrj p£ adxa rtoo Kavouv auxoL. 
OTtoioq 5 ev xo £xei ETtavELArippEvooc; £r|CT£i 
TtpaypaxL 5ev £X£i I5£av, ou5£piav... 
8iapda£X£ kl auxo ttou £ypai|m axa 






ayyAiKd yia ayoAiKa |3i|3ALa, xaiviac; etc; 
axecnv |i£ Bavaxouc; xov 20ov at.,... Kai 
aAAou sic; auxf]v xf)v aeAiSav Kai eiq aAAaq 
aeAiSa^ xou iaxoxoTtou auxou... 

Eyes Wide Shutr] Full-Spectrum 
Zio-Lobotomy.}]] 


When I talk to my few Jewish Friends for: when High 
Tribal Consciousness exists on Both Sides, there is no 
Time for Pussyfooting) 

When I talk to my few Jewish Friends, because we've 
known one another since we were Young, we CUT THE 
BULLSHIT, and we understand one another's Perspective, 
and always at the END, we look at one another HARD IN 
THE EYE - whilst shaking hands very firmly - and e.g. 
my Mate Sam says to me, without speaking, "It's WE who 
are in Control NOW, you have no other choice", and I say 
to Sam, without speaking, "We've had our Turn and your 
Defeat will Come one day - hopefully soon". That's how I 
can still talk to my few Jewish friends, because it cannot 
be on any other BASIS. 

[[For young Greeks of the Diaspora - if any - wanting to learn advanced modern Greek, 
make sure you read and study: Ai5d) Zcoxripiou, MarcofiEvaXco^ara]] 




Authenticity 

If there were such a thing as authenticity, it would never 
have been lost. 

[[Interpretation: The Fact Things Can and Do Happen "Inauthentically" Proves that 
there is NO INHERENT AUTHENTICITY WHATSOEVER, EVER. But that does not mean 
that there are no such things as Facts, Social Facts and Historical (Factual) Reality. 
(Causality can be a much more complicated matter).]] 


The First De-Cision (or: Ubiquitous Forms 
of Power and of Identity in Groups and 
Individuals) 

There is no First De-Cision as One Act 
Taken by One Person. There is a Macro- 
Historical Process (Development or 
Evolution) in which Groups are Formed and 
After the Basic World Image All People 
Have (i.e. The Human Race or Human Genus 
(or Human Species when compared to 
other animal species)) as opposed to non¬ 
human Animals, Crystallises and Comes 
into Being (inch inter alia Human 
Rationality), Different Groups of Humans 



Form - Over Time - Different Fundamental 
World Views Residing in Different Cultures 
and Different Societies within which, inter 
alia, Ideologem(e)s Interact and a Dominant 
Ideology (inch as Religion, Values and Anti- 
Values, etc.), - which always have some kind 
of relationship to the Observation of 
Empirical Reality too, though rarely at the 
level of absolutely consistent (scientific, 
non-normative, descriptive) Theory -, is 
Formed and Re-Enforced by various means 
of Social Disciplining to Continue the Social 
Coherence and Social Order inherent in all 
Societies of Humans. But Apart from Co- 
Operation there is Conflict TOO - and 
VIOLENCE (inch inter alia, as crime, and as 
group violence as various forms of War), 
which is always at least Potentially Ready to 
Break Out or even Explode (hence, the 
continual, permanent existence of Police 
Forces, Armies, Militias, etc. - depending on 
time and place). AND the Ever-Present 
Conflict (non-violent or not), along with 
other Social Phenomena such as Innovation, 



Economic Development, Interactions with 
the Other, etc., etc., etc.,... ensure that the 
Co-Operation CAN'T KEEP THINGS 
(ROUGHLY) THE SAME FOREVER, AND 
HENCE SOCIETIES CHANGE... 


Reality is Continuous, but... 

Reality is Continuous, but theoretical conceptualisation 
requires theoretical abstraction. There is NO Other Way. 
Our Minds are NOT Continuous In and With All of Reality.... 
Our Minds are NOT All of Reality... 


[["Otcxv A_£[i£ otl al a’Lti0r|TLKal-TToALTLCTHLKal ETTiAoyal Koci TipoTL[iLcy£L(^ 5 ev Suvavxai va dvax0(I)(7iv ell; 
Ttpa)TO te Ktxi KupLO psAripa 5loc toll; oxeoell; pETaipj Kpaxcov f\ Kal £0vcjv, 8ev or|paLV£L otltipetlel Kal va 
£Kpr|5£v[cjoi)p£ Kalxov Eauxo paq. Acpou 6 oKonoq ELvaLT] auTomjvTT|pr|cjL(;.]] 

When we sav 

When we say that aesthetic-cultural choices and 
preferences cannot be reduced to the first and main 
concern for relations between states and or nations, it 
does not mean that we must also annihilate ourselves. 
Since the goal is self-preservation. 



When We Say Our Tribe is DEAD 

When we say our Tribe is DEAD, it does not mean we shall 
not FIGHT for what is LEFT until we DIE. 


When I Look at the Tribes 

When I Look at the Tribes, I Look to my 
West, and I see some Tribes I Like. I Look to 
my East, and Near, there are Mine, many of 
whom still Look Like ME, but who have 
been Lost - and for that I shall Cry Forever; 
and Far, there are Tribes worth a great deal 
of Respect. To my North (North-West), 
there are Tribes, some of whose Individuals 
I can and do Admire. And to my South, I see 
a Lot of Trouble. When I Look at the Tribes, 

I Always Curse the Satanic Tribe, and Keep 
IT as far Away from Me as Possible. When I 
Look at the Tribes - at the End of the Day -1 
ONLY EVER SEE MY 

TRIBE; MY TRIBESMEN, MYTRIBESWOMEN 



, MY FELLOW TRIBAL WARRIORS . WHEN 
I LOOK A T THE TRIBES, I SEE, I HEAR, I 
FEEL AND LOVE ONLY MINE. 


- The Cassavetes of Philosophy, perhaps? 

- Forget about it. '0 ’Ioodvvri^ Kai syd) 

£TUaxp£CpOU|i£ OTTITI. 


INTERNATIONAL NOTICE 


No "sane" person of the West 
(very, very, very broadly 
defined) wants the USA to 
lose. We want the USA to 
"work it out" with China and 
Russia and India and Japan 
and Germany and Persia and 
Turkey and anyone else in 
the Match - with as less 
blood as possible, even 
though we all know 
that there will be blood. We 
also want us little (and or 
pathetic) countries to live 
too (though that's by no 
means guaranteed). And 



"working it out" means 
reining in, or better still 
squashing out of existence, 
the Satanic Circus Monkey 
(that's how I call it; you call it 
what you want). There is no 
other way... (Science, as non- 
normative, logically coherent 
description and explanation 
of all known empirical 
reality, though, could not 
care less if there was a 
nuclear conflagration... even 
such a conflagration of such 
a conflagrationary extent so 
as to end all conflagrations 



barring any possibility 
whatsoever of any other 
conflagrations!) 


THIS IS NOT BYP.K.M! 

[[By the mid-1990s P.K. had told the 
"Greek" elites to cut the parasitic 
consumerism, TO CUT ALL THE FUCKING 
BULLSHIT, INCL. THE VERY "NICE" BUT 
ABSOLUTELY IRRELEVANT DREAMS OF 
YESTERYEAR AND PRE-CAPITALISTIC 
STATES OF HELLENOCENTRIC AFFAIRS 
(no matter how much we love some of 
those thinkers - and a particular Professor 
whom I won't name knows exactly whom 
I'm talking about!!!), and to do the following 
in order for Hellenism to survive: a) 
production and exports (over imports and 
parasitic consumption); b) invest in 
technology; c) radically change and fix 
administration; d) improve education in 
line with a) to c); e) respect and protect 



one's own borders. And the pathetic, Zio- 
USA-Germano-Lobotomised parasites did 
the exact opposite!!! THE FUCKING 
USELESS PIECES OF TOTAL COW DUNG!!! 
And since "fair is fair", Israel did all of the 
above and more, and obviously did not 
need P.K. to tell them. So if a collective 
wants to fight to survive in a very harsh and 
competitive environment which is world, 
international, global, planetary... Politics, 
they do not have their elites behaving like 
Lobotomised Toady Arse-Licker Parasites, 
but DO EVERYTHING POSSIBLE (AND 
MORE) TO MOBILISE THE PEOPLE IN 
ORDER TO FIGHT TO SURVIVE!!! But the 
"Greek" elites (and people) have chosen 
Collective Euthanasia, Suicide, Zio- 
Lobotomised Auto-Genocide... Well Done!!! 
10 points to you!!! Here, have a Prize!!! 
Congratulations, FUCKING DISGUSTING 
ANIMALS!!! (And that's " I'm talking 
about)...]] 

[[This supplements the above (in Greek): https://slpress.gr/ethnika/to- 
anikomen-eis-tin-dysin-kai-i-geopolitiki-tis-agelis/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true ]] 


THIS IS NOT BY P.K.!!! 





[Like Machiavelli or Hobbes (and Spinoza), 
you can know, in fact you have a duty to 
know, but there are some things you cannot 
write for the eyes of the public to read, let 
alone say for the public's ears to hear, for 
your group and your place in your group's 
hierarchy is your life - but more importantly, 
it's your group's life, which always comes 
first. Matters might get more complicated for 
those belonging to more than one group, but 
they must figure it out, otherwise one group 
or another might figure it out for them.]] 


THIS IS NOT BYP.K.M! 

[[ Science Fiction? In the year 1847 in some 
strange, hot, dry stretch of land when an 
Aborigine pointed a bone at some 
Englishmen who were engaged in what 
humans have always done since time 
immemorial, i.e. entering into and taking 
over space which had previously belonged 
to others, the Englishmen laughed. About 
200 years later however, something started 
to become true. And 300 years later it was 



True. Time and the Heterogony of Ends are 
the real-world effects of the raw impulse 
which the pointing of the bone represents.]] 


Atv yivETCci. Avto(; Eivai 6 Koopoc; ei<; tov onoiov tpicov 
Kai "Av rjOEXov va ei<; tvav Koapov el<; tov 
onoiov r\\iEi(; £ip£0a Avvapiq Kvpiapxrj, 0a EnpEUE va 
eigeX0<v eic; Mr]xavr]v tov Xpovov Kai va tniaTpEipa) 
XiXia Kai PccXe xpovovi; yia va ^go) avTO nov ai oppai 
Kai Siipa Sia Lgxvv XaxTapovv Kai vnayopEvovv' 
KaKO)(;! AnXax; St yivETai. 


Bpt (coa! lion; 0a yivt] ovonEipMoic; iva tnipicooovpEV 
av Stv exete %£K<x0apr\ EiKova tov ZaTava; Kai avTi 
va %£vp£T£ noioc; pa<; 0eXel VEKpovi;, k<x0eo0e Kai tov 
KaXomavETE, tov ulgtevete Kai tov yXvcpETE , npio'i, 
pEGtjpEpi , ppaSv. ZaTavac; Eivai! Atv Eivai avToq nov 
vopi^ETE, Kai TO)pa n£0aivovp£, aipov tpEic; oi iSioi Sev 
%EvpovpEV nXtov noioi £ip£0a (avToq nov Sev exei 
Ka0apav tniyvwoiv tov ZaTava Sev SvvaTai va (Evprj 
noloq Eivai 6 iSioq) - Kai Sev to exete and pa napEi 
Xapnapi. Oopapai oti rjSij EivaiXiav apya. Bpt (tia! 


rid va KAai|jov|i£ 0A01 
[LaZ, i: http://ardin- 
rixi.gr/archives/209020?t 

emp-new-window- 
replacement=true f6wn * ft * 11 

Op0f| CTTT|XlT£DlJiq XOU VOdXaAyOU, XT|pOUp£V<Ji)V XO)V 

dvaAoyiaw, Lctxij£i Kai 8ia xov 6v£ipOTtoXov xou 
p£XXovxo<;: t| aArj0£ia £ivai oxi x£A£ia)aap£v, 
^o<pArjaap£v Kai d<paviaxrjKap£v,... 5£v imdpx£i pucpo 
p£upa, piKpodxuiKO p£upa, Kav£va p£upa... auxa 
£lvai Aoyia £<pr|cn)xccapou xou dp£aax; 
p£XXo0avaxou... Kaif| voaxaAyia, Aiav auvxopax; £^ 
paKpo'iaxopiKfjq aTtoi|j£a)<;, 0a x£X£ia)ap ki auxrj: xo 
p£XXov rj8r| avrjK£i £u; aXXoix;...) 


'Ev £X£i 1910, 6 n. T. Kaxrjyy£iA£v xov £upamaiap6v 

y p f \t p p y 

xou E. B. Kai iaxupiaaxo oxi £i<; aidivav £i<; g^v 0CC 

dpiA.ovvxai aXAo xa £AAr|viKd. "Yax£pa 
£Trfjy£ va aKOTO)0fj, yupvoxaixai8o<;, 

KapdXa xtp dAoyip xto XeuKa)' £7ii 

KpOT(X(poi) pmaxoAid. (Ovnc etieoev 6 ^a> 
ttoAAci. = no pipto oxo poly) 






MoXiq £i|j£<; £pa0a oxi 6 Mouctt&kck; (6 6ik o<; pa<;, oyi 
6 dyaTrr|pivo<; r|0OTtoio<;), ndvxa p£X£Aappav£v povo<; 
xou ^i£xa xou L£p£a)<; xou. nox£<; ^mpoaxa duo aXXov 
Kocjp.ov. Mitpooxa duo aXXov Koap^ov Ttavxa, £Kaiy£ 
xa^ Tiiaxa^... 


Zccv rdv Aop£vr(ccTo: IIoio<; 8£v irndp-dyaTta xov 
pn dp pit a Zrjaipo, oaxiq Ttfjy£ ox 6 M£xamo xo 1940 p£ 
xoix; TtaintouS^ pa<;, "HPllI adxoq nod ppfjK£ £K 
Kr|(piaaia<; oxi 6 povx£pviopo<; KaxaArjy£i £i<; £v 
MHAEN; 


Kai va prjv cpraao) ttote^ oto x<*)pio, syd) povov oto 
X<*) pio npyaivci), kl aq ppv aa)aa) va naa) noxtc; aXkov. 


"Eax; x£xxapaxiAia 8 aq £xr|. Adxo f|xov. Ta)pat| d)pa 
xd)v TiduTKOv, TiaTmodXr| 8 (ji)v Kai papd 8 a)v^ x(I!)V 

npoirci'iriTajv Kai TtpoYiocyidSajv. Ilapx 
Kvp' AyygAa)! Ovyape! Avxio aaq Kai 
TtoAAdq avapviiaeu; opopcpaq... 

"Oao «xp£AAo» Kai va ocKov>y£xai auxo 
£iq d)xa TtoXu'iioXixiap.iKd Kai 
£KX£TTXlHT|J.£Va - Ka'l TtapoA-O TTOl) XO 

NATO £ivai «ottoxP£ 0 )xik 6 » t) xxArjpri^ 
dio0£aia xou £axaviap.ou Kai 
’E0vo(ir|5£viapoi), 8 f| t| irXr|pr|q imoxayr| 



£iq xov A<p£XXr|viCT|i6v, Kal xtjv xauxiaiv 

XOV £[J.'Iipdcy[J.OCTO'U E0VIKOV 

itaTpia)Tia(ioi), oq Spa Kai Sev ditAaiq 
apTTEAotpiAOCTOCpEl, p£ TtlV 

«AKpoA£^iav», t]v 8ev 0a pa0£X£ itoxEq 
vet xf)v opia£X£ oaa paOi^paxa Kai va 
aaq Kavovv TipaypaxiRoi iroXixiKoi 
£7iiaxr|pov£q Kai 6xiX a ^°X a P°vp£voi 
iSEoXoyoixfjq aKpaia^ Siavot|xiKfj<; 
Ka0UCTX£pr|CT£a)q, oi oXou; xuxaiax; 
•naitayaAi^ouv auvOiipaxainrEp ^£va>v 
£v0iKiapwv rj Kai ipirEpiaXiapdov... 
i)Ttoxayf| Xoutov eu; auxo itoi) 0EAOYN 
Sid(popoi pf) "EAAtiv£<; Kai «"EAAtiv£<;», 
p£xa pa0r|paxiKfjq ctKpifteiaq, 68t|y£i eu; 
TT£paix£pa) 'YTToy£vvr|xiK6xr|xav Kai 
nporiYpEvov Axop.iKiap.6v, r|xoi, 
<paivop£va, ai\aav av£Ka0£v Evavxiov 
xov EAAriviapov. Evvexutexe Xoutov p£ 
xov AiKauvpaxiKov Ilovaxiapov, xf|v 
OiKOl)p£VlKT|V IlOUXaVOCTUVriV, xfjv 

itapcdppova AAAoXaxp£iav Kai xt|v 
r£ vikeu p£vt] v Aopoxopr|v, Kaixo 2100 
xux£poi 0a £ip£0a av e^ Ovpavov 



(XKOi)|X£V OTl Ol KlVE^Ol IffTOpiKol 
&Va<p£pOVTOCl OTl KOITOT£ imfjpXS 
KCtTlOia, KCttTOlO, KCCTlSi-Ad. 

[[Aiaxi Kanoia ai)YK£Kpipp£vr| 

X<6pa E<t>PAriZEI xci auvopa tti<;, Kai f| 
Aiaarcopa xcov 

noXuAiaEKaxoppupioux^v xfjq ax^Sov 
£^ oXokAtipoi) npofiQEi ENEPrns xfiv 
Ma^iKtiv ELaPoArjv too AAAou Kai 
M7iaxccXoni0r|KOU £u; EupaMtaq Kai 
Auaiv; Iloao AopoTO|xr|p£voi£ia0£; 
Iloao;]] 

[[0 Eaxavaq 6 iSioq cntaix£i MNHMEIA 
Si' avxov, Kai oxi 5ia tov <; 5ikou<; aou 
IIpoYovoix;, oi - Kara xov Eaxavav - 
a^ouv AH0H, Kai xi Kav£iq £au; 
Ka0£aai Kai npoaKUva<; xov EATANAN 
Kai £v xco p£xa^i) to T£vo<; aou 
AI1O0AINEI. Iloao Aopoxo|iiipivo<; £iaai; 
Iloao;]] 



I 


Aep ^ aOT 4 p ^^ K °^ OU ^ ri * aT8 TOV XPn aTr l @l srae l'PM 





The weak crumble, are slaughtered and are erased 
from history while the strong, for good or for ill, 
survive. The strong are respected, and alliances 
are made with the strong, and in the end peace is 
made with the strong. 

10:05 tt.^. - 29 Auy 2018 

Look. The "PM of Israel" is basically 
right, but he forgets to add, that there is 
no "in the end" and there is no "eternal 
peace". In other words, every Tribe 
should Strive for Survival, but don't ever 
expect that you're going to get what you 
want forever. Other Tribes consist of 
MEN, too, and if you don't know how to 
co-exist with Other Tribes, Eventually, 
Another Tribe or Other Tribes will 
GET YOU'.W 


[[MiA&£if| KctpSia, Kairj Kap8ia Xsyei: 'Paxrcria, AtKTaxopta Kal Op0o5o^ta. MiAxtEi 6 voo<j, kccL 6 vooq AiyEi: TeA-eioktccpe t|5t|. Ti 
rauSETJECTca; Tt tjjdxvEu;; TtyopEOEiq;]] 



Tt|v Ao^av, xf|v Orjpr|v Kai 
xf|v Avayvoapiaiv x£<; 
sppfjKa ei<; xov "Opripov. 
Aioxi opiAa) xf|v yXcoaaav 
xov. Aev a£XP£i«?opai 
Eaxava. Aev oe QeXm. 
Ovy£ onto Kovxa pov. M£ 
xf|v yAxoaaav, AaAiav xov 
'Opr|pov Lx£Kopai, p£xa 
xfj<; yXa>aari^, XaXicu; xov 
'Opr|pov AvcCTtV£a), 
"Iaxapai x£ Kai Za>. 


0a 'pQrj rj Slkyj aaq Zriyprj, UaravaSs^. 0a 'pQrj rj Slktj 
oac; i] Enyprj, ZaravLorat! [["Exete ev npdpXrjpa 
XoyiKO Kai npayparoXoyiKO, ZaraviaTai! Eoelc; 
nepioooTepo and dnoiovSrfnoTE aXXov, npeapevere 
r rjv LcrorrjTav oXcov tojv avOpdinoiv, evm exete KaL 
Karex £T£ aKpcix; SvaavaXdyou; - Qeoek; 8ia(popa)v 



elSqjv E^ovGiaq te Kai Enipporjc; - ek; gxeolv pi: to 
gvvoXo too nXpOvGpov el<; ctpKETca;, ovk oXLyac; x&pac; 
rrj<; Avgeox;. "Apays, QapQj] rj Zriyprj gccc;, ZaravaSEc;. 
OapOrj rj Znypp gccc;, Ecctccvlgtccl!]] 


"Eyo) 5 iap«a£i... 


"Eya) 6iapda£i £iq apBpov ayyAucov £vo<; 
SiaSuKxiaKou Tt£pio8iKou iaax; rj paAAov Kai p£ 
£0viKoaoaiaXiaxiKa^ cju^ma0£ia<;, oxi 6 JVtexa^cd; f|xo 
Odppio^. Auto nod ^£i3pa) £ivai oxi 6X01 oi Apyr|yoi 
TOO V£0£XXr|VlKOi) KpaXlSlOU - £IT£ 0 £Xo\)V £LX£ ovjk - 
avayKaaxiKd)<;r|yoi)vxaiy(ji)pa^ pf| dv£^apxr|TTp;, t|pi- 
dv£^apxr|xr|^ xo rtoAij, Kai av>xo dnaix£i £Aiypui)<; e’k; 
ay£aiv p£x' aXXwv (Kupiax; Xiav p£yaXox£pa)v) 
Auvdp£<A)v. ToiouxoTportax;, 6 M£xa^aq 0a Kpi0fj oyi 
av f|xo Odppio^ - npoxi|id)X£po va pf|v f|xo p£paiax;, 
aXka 6£v £lvai Kpixrjpio auxo Ka0' £auxo dno6£iKxiKO 
arto puvov xou 6ianoXixiKT| 8pdcriv - aXXa rt£pi xivo<; 
£Kapv£ ax; t|y£xr|^. Kai 6 drtoAoyiapoq aiyoupa 8£v 
£ivai dnoXdxa)^ rj avayKaaxiKd)^ ay£8ov £^ 
oXoKXrjpoo, rj aKopa Kai Kaxa rtoAij, apvrixiKO^. Xpfj 
TloXXfjq £p£OVT|^x6 IlpCtypa. [[2Tf|v E^aipEXTi atipd 


XOU 


Koutcto^ujtti, H EkteX£(tt] (1993), -npoixiaxaic; tie pi Apayoupr) Kai xd>v 0 t|Xeu)v xe 
K ai ouvapa KaxaKxr|OEO)v xou («Tux£p«Kia!» - "ilx- HKvp"Ayy£?i(i) vaprjv xo 
Siapdcar] avro !), 6 M£xa^a<; dnEiKOvi^Exai p.£ xponov, o<; xov kccvei AXav 
aupTia0T|!]] 


'H IIXT|pr|c Aopoxopr|: 



'EmoVj jiox;, 6 £iq xd>v £Ttxa 8ia£Kaxop|iupioijx<A)v £i<; 
xov nXavxrjxriv £ivai'Oppaioq - va pt|v ltd) 
«Iaxaviaxf|^» (Kaiiaaxj 8idxpaTt£^iKou K£(paXaiou 
dAdyxouv xoix; 2 fj 3 xa>v 7), oi - £Kxoq aito xo va £ivai 
£lq Odppioc; £iq xoix; Ti£vxaKoaiou^ dv0pdmou<; £iq 
xov oAov TiXavr|xr|v -TtpocoOouv avxoixxa cruvopa 8ia 
oXr|v xf|v Auaiv (^£upouv oxi oxf|v Kivav Kai axf|v 
'Ianioviav, Aoyou x&piv, 8£v xouq Tt£pva£i), p£ 
d^mapiopdva, KX£Laxa, aippayiapdva cruvopa 8ia xo 
'IapafjX. 'Ea£iq olTtArjpaK; AOBOTOMHMENOI Xdx£ oxi 
ctTiayop£d£xair| «AaOpop£xavdiixT|<;» oxav £vaq 
£X£<ppa)v av0pamo<; pdvov 0a xodq £pX£Ti£ ax; 
BOOPOniOHKOYI EIIBOAEII, 8iaxi adxo aKpipd)<; 
Kavoov ti-x- oxi pdvov oi'Iapar|AIx£<; £iq xo 'IapafjA, 
aXka Kai £iq xf|v Kivav ol Kivd^oi, Kai ano oaa ^£upa) 
oi Kivd^oi £lvai Kai IlOAITIIMENOI Kai £XOUv 
IlOAITIIMON 8ia 5,000 Tt£piTtou £xr|. Kai £a£iq - 
£Xovxa<; ^£xaa£i oxi Kdnox£ inrrjpxap^v 8ia ax^Sov 
4,000 £xr|, 8ioxi aiyoopa arjp£pov 8£v imapxoup^v 
TiXdov - dKoXoo0£ix£ TY4>AilS xov laxavav 8ioxirj8r| 
£ia0£ Mia nArjprp; Aopoxoprj. [[AAAa Kai va KaXodvxai 
oXoi oi £iapoX£iq «p£xavdcix£<;», itdAi p£ xt|v xpflaiv 
Kanoia^ A£^£ax; 8£v Advovxai xa Kpioipa Koiviovucd 
TtpopXrjpaxa: Avopia*;, 'EyKAr|paxiK6xr|xo<;, 
M£xa8oa£(A)^ «Kaivodpyia)v» KoAAr|xiKd)v Aa0£V£id)v, 
Mf| 'Evxd^ax;, 

M ooxap^£x o A p ano Aa laxo KaxaKxrj a£ 0 ) 

ToopKOKDpiapxiaq, T£ppavof|y£povia<;, 
Iia)vnrxiKoAp£piKaviKfj^ T£viKfj<; Aopoxopfj^ xod 
nArjpoix; 4>aapaxoq xod 'EyK£(paXoo Kaixfjq Ek£i|j£(ji)<;, 
AiaOrixiKfj^ ATiooxpoipfj^ Kai Av£^£A£yKxr|<; Ar|8ia<;, 
xfjq Adxor£voKxovia^ Kaixod loXXoyiKod 



AuxoAvaoKoAomapoi), k.o.k.. BA£tt£X£, at Ai^£i<; £ivai 
pipoq xfj<; npaypaxiKoxr|xo<;, aXkar\ npaypaxiKoxr|<; 
Ixr|pi^£xai £i<; xa<; npa^£i<;, Kai auxoq oq npaxx£i 
AaOoq IlaiJ£i va npdxxr] Sioxi 8iv 'YTtapX£i. Elvai 
Mr|5£V.]] 


*H I\)XXoyiKf| Anogmaic 

'H IuXXoyiKT| Anocpaaiq p£xa AiKa 'Exd)v Kp ia£ax; 
£lvait| i^rjq: 

Iloi) £lvait| 'E0vikt| 'EmxpOTif| 'ETtavaitaxpiapoi) 
'EAArjva)v r|Aucia<; Kaxa) xa>v 40 Xpova)v; 

Iloi) £lvait| 'E0 vikt| 'EmxpOTif| Avxip£xamia£<ji)<; xfjq 
'Yiioy£vvr|xiK6xr|xo^ xd)v EAArjvajv rr|y£vd)v Kai 
'I0ay£vd)v; 

Iloi) £lvait| 'E0vikt| 'EmxpOTtf| nArjpoxx; OuAd^ax; xa>v 
Iuv6pa)v Kai 'E^AAriviapou xa>v AAAoy£vd)v, oi 0a 
p£ivouv axt|v 'EAAa8av; 

Iloi) £lvait| 'E0vikt| 'EmxpOTtf| IlapayajyiKfjq 
AvaaoyKpoxrjaEO)^ xfjq npa)xoy£voi)q Kai 
A£ox£poy£voi)q napayajyrjq p£xa xfj<; I vv8eoe(»><; xfj<; 
napaywyfjq pi Toupiapov, NauTrr|yiKrj, NauxiAia, Kai 
Ai^avopivat; 'E^aya)ya<;, k.xA.; 

Iloi) £ivair| 'E0vikt| 'Emxpoirri 'EKTiai8£da£(ji)^ pi 
"Epcpaaiv imxfj<; T£XviKfj<; 'EKTiai8£da£(ji)^ l rj 0a 
aoax£xi^£xai pi: xf|v 'E0vikt| napayajyrj, Kai pi xov 
IoxopiKov EAAr|viap6v ax; rA&aaav Kai 
noAoadv0£xov IIoAixujpov 'Prj^£ 0 i><; Kai Euv£X£ia<;; 



IIoo £ivai at npa^£i<; at IuyK£Kpip£vai £m xa>v 
LXeSuov t(a)v 'EmxpOTtajv auxwv Kai aXXctiv 0£paxa)v 
Kpiaipou 'E0vikou 'Ev6iaq)£povxoq; 

M£ aXXa Aoyia, 'H SuXXoyiKT| ATtocpaou; £v oi|j£i xa>v 
'YTt£p'E0viKiapd)v ToupKia<;, iKomavwv, r£ppavd)v 
(T£uxova)v), Ap£piKavd)v, 'Iapar|Aixd)v ('Iou8aia)v), 
'Pa)CTaa)v, M£yaAoBp£xavd)v, TccXkMv (OpayKiov), 
'IaiKjbvajv, 'IvSa)v, Il£pCTa)v l Oi$yypa)v, EAop£va)v, 
AlyuTtxuov, Kpoax&v, noXa)vd)v x£ Kai Kiv£^a>v 
(XavavOpamiov) p£xa^i) aXAiov, £lvai: 

Ii)XXoyiKf| EoBavaaia Kai A(pdv£ia. 


*0 xp£X::p£voc Ka0:::xf|c xf j c EAMixuraac pa::c ay£56v 
£KX£X£a0£iar|c 

'0 xp£^;;p£vo<; Ka0;;;xrp; xfj<; EAMixxiaaa*; pa;;<;, rj nap’ 
oXiyov va £KX£A£axfj a>aav xov EI10Nixr| pou 0£io 
OpacnjpouXa (OpaaijpouAov) T^apdpav (o<;, 17 - 
cj/eSov 18 £xd)v xo 1946, Tt£paa£ pia vi)^ £iq KOX£xai 
into <puAa^iv upixoti 6 AiKt|yopo<; Ttaxrjp xou 6 
T^apdpa^ 6 ArjpVjpux;, aSzXipof; xfj<; x 0VT Pfl^ P«pd^ 
pou xfjq r£a)pyo6Xa^ £aa>a£ xov yioKa xou xt|v 
crxiypriv xf|v imxaxri, XiyaKiitpiv ^t|p£pa)a£i acpou 
£xp£/£ oAo xo ppa6o vaxov £i3pr|},-.. airoauima 
TtArjpaK; Ti£piTiai6opa^a)pdx(ji)v Kai acpaywv Kai 
Paaaviaxt|pia)v Kai £^£y£pa£a)v Kai 


KaxavayKaciTiKa)v £pya>v Kai i)Tt£poyKa)v xctpaxaiaiv 
Kai paiJiKoav Mouxct|i£xoTioiriCT£(ji)v Kai aXXwv 
«darmdvxa)v X£Ttxop£p£id)v xfjq iaxopia<;» a<poi3 o/i 
pxivov £iq Bpud)vr|v 8£v ava<p£p£xai, pd oux£ £iq 
BaKaAoTtouAov fj 6Ttoiov8rjTtox£ aXXov 8£v xov 

cru p.<p£p£i, otka)^ £iq X 5 V ApPavixriv, Aoyou 
Xapiv (Ka0<i><; £marp; xelvei va 
TiapapiEirri Kai xaq iaxopucaq 
(j.£xapq)i£a£u; I KaixoiM; Siaxpovucoiu; 
poAow;, xov Eaxava). Ilapaxauxa, paq 
SiaaK£Sa^£i Sioxi aK£<px£xai 
a<paipiK<*><;, KainpopdAA£i a£vapia, a 6a 
r|aav iaax; i)AoTioir|CTipa av 20 Kai 
Tiapairdva) £Kaxoppvpia AA.£pfj5£<; 
ToupKoi £^£AArivi^ovxav rj 
£Ttav£AArivoTtoioi)vxav £v pla vvkxl 
Avgtvx&S, to avxi0£xo avpPaiv£i‘ 


Xavxxai auxo 6 ev 'EAAaSi ditop£V£i. 


[["Exa) xf|v £vxdnoi)aiv oxi oiii£piaa6x£poi «Ka0r)yrixai» - av oxi oAoi - £ivai Kai 


npctKxop£^... ia<o<; Kavw Xa0o<j...]] 



AOO XcopiaTKl M£TaV«gT«l £Tl'l TtaxpUPV 

jScUQMV fj 8l«xi TIpOXipOUpEV XT]V 

«Kaq)£xEoi)» 

'H AyY£Aa) f| Kupa poo p£ £vt|p£p<j!)v£i on 
veavu; £iq xa 0f|X£a cnroxi»>pr|xf|pia 
(X l X l X l X l X^) Sid Kivt|xov Kai pe XaA.Ka 
(Sf| XoipoxaXKOvv) 8ia xfj<; avxfjq Muxrp; 
<i)aav rOYPOYNA-IKPO<DA Kai p £ £va 
aa>p6 <pxrivoiJj£i)8o(pavxaxx£pd x£ Kai 
TToXupoptpa-TioXiJXpwpa aKouXapiKia 
axo a<»)pa xr|<;, axo axopa xr)q, axo 
Kp£aq xt|<; xiov 200 KiAaiv navxov, 16 
£xa>v, y£viko><; cntaiaia 
XONAPOEIAEETATH, XONTPOTATH 
Kai appoiarij, zXzyz eveko xou oxi 6 £i<; 
v£0<j xijv £naipv£ axijv KaiAoxpumSav 
Kai Sz xauxoxpovwq 6 aXXoq vzoq eu; xo 
pouvl, p£ xo axopa xrjq atpixxayupa) 
ano xijv i|ia)AT]v xpixou veou - «KaXa 

Kop’ Ayy^<j»>i ’Epir£iptKO Sidpa^Eq, fj 

TtrjY£<; ekeIttou mjY£<; 8ia auaxt|pa><; 
YUvaiKEiat; uno0£a£i<;;» - EVEKa Amirov 
afixwv Aomov, £ix£ Kano 10 TipopXripa. 
Kai £Y<b £TT£iSf| K car ax; eAatppax; 



itpopAT|paxiaxT|Ka 816 x 1 toaav itaiSi 
epaOa oxi xa Koplxaia Kpaxavt xfjv 
Tipp xouq Kaixf|v IlapOevid tov <; ajcntoi) 
llavxpeuxouv KaiTeKvonoiriaovv pda£i 
IlaxpiSo^, 0pt|CTK£ia<; Kai OiKOYtvelaq - 
Kai £xai £va "E0vo<; AEN AYNATAI NA 
EXH AnTO KAI EPXETAIAIAN 
ZYNTOMflZ AHMOrPA<I>IKO 
IIPOBAHMA ESAOANIZEill. 
avAAoylaxiiKa xi <mou5atoi><; yov£i<; 0 a 
£iX£ t) Kopaalq xoiauxri, Kai xi 
aTTOi)5ai£q 8 aaKaA.£<; - IIaaoKx^ou 8 £<;, 
N£oAtipoKpaxopiaa£q, 

EYPIZOKO YKO YEOYAEE Kai Sev ^£i3pa> 
Ttolov aAAov IIOYZTH. Kaxa xa aAAa, 

£yd) Kai f| Ayy£X(ji) pou voia>0oup£ 
Ti£piaaox£po, avyKpixiKwq pepaioix; 
PfiPaiwq - AIAN, nAPA IIOAY 
IIEPIEZOTEPO - axf|v EAAa8av pitpoaxa 
£iq x£paaxiav oOovriv IIAAZMA 15,000 
XiXiop£xpa paKpia AATPEYONTAE THN 
riAriA MAX - xfjv TIAriA oAu>v t<I>v 

£va710p£ivdvxa)v dKpOX£A£l)Xl(i)V 



eAaxuTTtov 'EXXrjvwv, tccu^ovtom; rriv 
«Kaq)£T^ov». 


Iup<pa)vd) aTtoXijxax; pxt^i aa<;. To cpoAicAop ax; Kix<; 
AEN X£y£i aTtoXijxax; xutoxa, av Kai 6 
£KauyKpoviapxx; xfj<; napa8oa£ax; 8dvaxai va 
OTidpxri x w P l S dvacpopa £i<; xo nap£X0ov, £ic; 
IlapaSocjiaKd^ 'Eopxa<;, T£A£xa<;, A£ixoupyia<;; "Apay£ 
8dvaxai va dnocpoyr] Kaitoux; Kai xouAaxiaxov Xiyo 
(po^KAop, Xiyo Kixg Atto xf|v aXXr| p£pia, 6 
XaXKOKOv8dXr|^ 6 iaxopiKoq Ka'ntapaxr|pr|XT|<; xd)v 
av0pamiva)v Ttpaypxtxajv pd<; £irt£ oAoxx; xi va 
Kavoup.£v, xa 4 fj 5 atixa paauca at|p£ia xa £xa> 
£TiavaXdp£i £Ttav£iArmp£vax; (Ttapaya)yr|-£^aya)y£<;, 
EKTiaidEvou;, 8ioiKT|ai<;, <puAa^i<; cjuvopaw, aopapoq 
ax^Slacipoq p£ axpaxriyiKO Ttv£U pa,KaiTinOTEI 
8 £v £yiv£ ano atixa, apay£ TEAEU2IAMEN HAH - 
itapoAo Tiod 0a xo naX£i|;oop£v ax; xo T£Ao<; (t| Kupa 
Ayy£Xa> Tip;;;£ixpovia xd)pa int£p op;;;d)v Kai a;;;v, Kai 
Tiox£q xo 8ia(pr|pi^£i, k.Att., Ka'ntaAi av 8£v yivouv 
adxa nod £irt£ va yivouv 6 XaAKOKOv8uArp; - xinoxa 
teXikOm; 8£v mdv£ixoTiov). 'H napaya)yf| Kait| 
Ar|poypa<piKf| Kaxaaxaaiq Kaixo 'E0viko nv£upa Kai 
T| 'E0vikt| "Apuva pda£i op0oXoyiKd)v (paKpoxpovia>v) 
ax£Siaapd)v Kai Kivrja£ 0 )v = TA KAEIAIA, Kait| 'EXXaq 
8uctxuxo)<; £X£i aKdi|/£i Acckko f|5t| 8ia xov £auxo xrp; 
TtoAi) pa0d, Tiapa TtoAi) pa0u... 



"A Xkz(; etiox£<;, aXk£<; cyvoicq. 'H dArjOcict £ivai oxi 
<paiv£xai oxi 8cv cmpuovoupcv axov 21ov ai. 
http://infognomonpolitics.blogspot.com/2018/Q9/bl 

og-post 563.html#more?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 

Aiav axT||ic(XLKa)(; grosso 
modo, x£X£ia>aap£v aav 
noXixiapo^ npopoXfj<; 
lax^oq xo 1204 pexa 2,500 
Xpovia Ttcptitou - nap' oAa 
xa aKapTiavcpaapaxa - 
<Xv68o\J, £TT£Kxd<T£(ji)<J KCtL 
y iia£<;-&Kp£<; 
axa0£ponoif|a£(ji><;, iccdf| 

ditOTtcipd paq va 

cmpwoaoopcv axf|v 
Biopr|xaviKf|v 'Etioxiiv, 
8r|Xa8f| xo "EvSo^o 1821, 





paAAov KaxaArjyEixcopa 
£Uj OIAEKO AIIOAYTO, Kcd 
avBpamoi actv xov 'EAdxri 

kocLtov MlKT| 

dvxutpoaam£ooov xoo<; 
oaxaxoo*; 8r|piovpYO\)<; 
oi|rr|Aoo £AAr|viapoo, p£ 
xov XaXKOKOv8dXr|v xov 
N£a>x£pov va £ivai 6 
x£X£oxato<; laxopuco*;- 
Emaxripwv xfj<; oAr|<; 
Aooeox;, a<poo fj8r| apxitf£ 
f| «p£xapovx£pva x£ iced 

7iAavr|XLKT]» £7ioxf] xoo 

Kiv£^oo, xoo 'Iv8oo, xoo 
Xaxava (ndvxa oitdpx£i 6 


Eaxctvaq oao imapxouv 
av0pamoi) Kaixou 
Ili0r|KOU a>q Oopsax; 
'Avopia<;. 

[fO uXoCToq paq 6 iaxopucoq £Kivr|CT£v - pcxa^u c&Aaw - aa<paAdj<; xf|v 
Auxikt|v Avay£vvr|CTiv oxav p8r| ppaaxav 

«7i£a|i£voi»: http://infognomonpolitics.blogspot.com/2018/Q9/bIog- 
post 178.htmI?temp-new-window-replacement=true ]] 

[['Av f| 'EAAaq 8cv £X£i £va 25% a>q 50% xoo -n:Ar|0UGpou xrp; va £rj Kai va 
cpya^cxai £iq xt|v Eirapxiav Kupiax; - aXka oxi povov - axov aypoxiKov 
xopca, xoxcq x“ v£l kciOe cnacpfi Kai p£ xf|v IIapd8oaiv Kai p£ xt|v 
0pt|aK£iav Kai p£ xfjv pioAoyiKT|-'n:oAixiGpiKT| Avanapytoyri x£ Kai 
Hov£X£ict... p£ 'E0 vikt|v (£0voA.oyiKT|-<puA£xiKT|) Xuv£i8r|aiv... Kai p£ xf|v 
Apuvav r\ £axa> Kaxoxri xd>v £8acpd>v f|pd>v... apayc, p£ xo 5% a>q 10% 
x£X£id)aap£v... ai(A)viaxiKoAp£piKavoK£vxpiapo^ £iq aaxr|- 
mOr|Koxapmj^aq xvitou Mnouxapri Kai Kapivr| Kai oAa>v xa>v TroXixiKaiv 
Koppaxa>v (c^aipoupcv xa Xpuaa Anya Kai xo KKE 8ioxi 8cv 0a 
pnopoimav Tioxcq va Kup£pvr|aouv axa aopapa), 8r|A. £0vopr|8£viap6q 
= TeXo^. 0£pa Xpovou, ttXeov.]] 


To Stepoc Kat 6 'Hy£xr|c 





Air' oaayva)pi^a), £XOvxaq 
5iapaa£i kccti xu; mpl 
Laxopiaq, oao «KaXo» Kal 
«opop<po» £ivai va 

Xaip£aai «5iKaia)paxa» 

Kai «£X£\)0£pia^» Kal «oAa 
tcc Kop(pop», oao 
£XKuaxucal Kal va £ivai al 

0£a>piai 7l£pl 

«8r|poKpaxia^» l £u; £Ttoxa<; 
aKXripd^ Kal into a<po8pov 
aKXripovaiv, av£\) 
(amiAfjc;) Bodp8ouAa, 
av£o (amiAfjc;) Slcpouq Kal 
av£U 'Em K£<paXfj<j (ki aq 
itap£X£i Ar|poKpaxiav xd>v 



Arj |xcov £uj £iriTi£8o 
toiikov), oxi povov 8i 
yiv£xai TIIIOTA, aAXa 
£ivai aiyoupo oxi 0a T,i 
PANE . Avxd ovoiocotikoh; 

Kara fiaOof; 8iv ex £i 
aitoXvxax; xbtoxa va Kavp 
[ifjx£ |ii xov Fiihrer pfjx£ 

I xi xov Caesar pfjx£ [it xov 
ExaXiv, Mao fj Xo Tai Mlvx, 
pfjx£ |xi xov Georgios 
Papadopoulos rj p£ xf|v 
xpixr|v £mXoyr|v, xov v£Ov 
XapiXaov (Tp. fj OX.; - 

xixix'ixixp). tt|v 
8£ox£pav £TuXoyr|v, xov 



V£OV 'EA£V0£plOV 
B£Vl^£^OV, fj I xi TT|V Tipa>Tr| 
£mXoyr|v, xdv v£Ov 
KcnroSiaxpiav. "E/si va 
KCtpvri |i£ xf|v 'Empicaaiv 
xf|v EvAAoyiicri v, £X£i va 

KCtpvri p£ xf|V OuA£XIKT|V 

Baaiv (5 £v £tota)0r| 
«Ayvoxr|xav») xfjq 
Ei)AAoyuc6xr|x6<; gov, xf|v 
0pr|aK£iav Kaixf|v 
£i)AAoyucr|v 
Avcntapaya)yr|v 
BioXoyiKt|v X£ Kcri 
rioXixiapiKr|v. "Ex£i va 
Kapvri p.£ xo va ovopa^n^ 



(fj EOT O) VCC 

auv£i8r|xoTtoifj<; Ttotoq 
dvTmpoaa>Ti£i3£i) xov 
Eaxavav. Aaoq, o<; 8ev 
ava8£ucv\)£i 'Hy£xr|v Kai 
'Hy£xa<;, OvXf|v (onax; Kai 
vaxf|v opi^fl), 0pr|aK£iav, 
B 10 Xoy ikt| v - II o Xix la p ikt| v 
Avanapaycayriv (p£x' 
£^£Ai^£a)q), Aao<; o<; §£v 
£^aa(paXi^£i xaq vAucaq 
Kai axpaxwoxiKaq - pa^i p£ 
xaq Tiv£opaxiKa<; - 
Ttpoi)7i:o0£G£i<; Euv£X£ia<;, 
Kai 8iv ovopd^£i xov 
Eaxavav, xov AiapoAov, 



xov 'ExBpov, Aaoq 
(popiapivoq Kai aK£<paXo<; 
8r|Aa8r|, Ttaij£i 

[[AvxiXappdvopai oxi imdpxovv noAAoi 
xpoitoi va (pxcdrp tlq Xaoq £iq xov 
enopevov (laxopiKtoq itpoaiopivov) 
itpoopiapov xou, Kai avxo ai)V£iraY£xai 
Kl evav XDTTIKOV Kai £TTUpaV£iaKOV 
CT£paapov Sia xov A<p£vxT]v rj xrjv 
riY£|AOviKfiv Auvapiv, r|xoi Sia xov 
Il£pup£p£iaK6v rj IlXavrixiKov 'HY£pova. 

KaAwq. AXXa 6 npotpiyrnq xrjq 
Kaxaaxpoipfjq, ovxax; ’ETt£iK£ixai Kai 
Sev a>q AjioKijripa (Pavxaoiaq 
iupiaxaxai, Aev Aiaxa^£i IIox£q va Ilfj xa 
luKa, SvKa, Kai xf|v SKatpr), 

2Kd<p11 ’ Alto xa Aovxia OSQ - 01 

Ti£paix£pa) At|poaioAoYOUvx£<; Kai 
Kup£pvd)vx£<; &<; irpa^ouv xa Afovxa, 
£(poaov Sfupovv xi £ivai, aq xa 
pExaippaaouv £u; xf)v rAdoaaav xrjq 
ETioxfte Kai xdiv Kaxaaxaa£a)v, Ka0<i>q 




va 


gmtrric; yva) pifovv x'ntpEiTEi 
TCpCC^OVV " ^ l ° Tl ^oyia, Xoyia, 


Xoyia iaouvxai ps dtpavsia, capavsia, 
dtpavEia.]] (nEpmoi) xa i8ia itpaypaxa 

A.£p£, akka p£ akXa 

k tt P s: // s IP ress -g r /di e th n Vt°~t e I os ~ti s ~ amer ik an iki s ~ 

monokratorias/?temp-new-window-repIacement=true j 

Kai va ^£vl^p avxo, 0£a)paj f| itpaniv 
EAAaq xpfj TlY£xoi) Aiav aKXr|pox£pov 
xa>v Orban fj Salvini, e8(*> ttov £<pxaa£, 
Kai E^riya) aAAov cte avxr|v xfjv aEliSav 
Kai aAAov eu; xov iaxoxoTtov avxov, oxi 
AEN OEftPft ovxe xov Evav, ovxe xov 
aAAov «aKpoS£^io» - xovAdxiaxov ev 
exei 2018 p£ kovSvAeux Kpixiipia 
EmoxripoviKfjq ocKpifteiac; opiapov 
evvoiwv. ’Av ECTEiq «oi "EAAriv£q» 
CTDVExioEXE Exai p£ xo «pn Ad, pnAd, 
pn:A.d ( ...» Kaixoiu; opiapouq xov EOPOE 
Kai El A, xwpu; itpa^Eu; ttov mavovv Kai 
8ayKdvovv, oi EitopEvai yEvsai 0a 
^rjaovv xo «pit£, pita, pits,....... Mov 

cpaivExai oxi 8 ev e'xexe 
avvEiStixoTtoirjaEiiroao Kpiaipa sivai 









xa Tipaypaxa - outs aatpaAax; Asa) va 
Kavsxs «7iaAapopdps<;»... xaip'u; 6 pax; 
TtpaypaxiKO tiystti (oxi Mickey Mouse) 
ps otto axr|pi^iv psyaAou pspoq too 
Aaou, povov i) SiaAuau; sttstcu... oao 
KaAsi; Kai va slvai al cruppaxiai... 6 
XaAKOKOvSuArp; xovias oxi Kai evxo<; 
auppaxiKou uAaiaiou Suvaxai va xd<rr| 
kocttoio Kpaxoq uoAAa rj xa udvxa, Kai 
auxf| f| 8ia8iKaaiafj8ri apxios...]] 


’Av auvsyigoupsv sxai... 


Mia airoilju;: xa Tipaypaxa slvai xoao 
XaAia not) xp£i«^£Tai apsaax; - sU/sq - 


AIKTATftPA nEOflTIIMENO ZflPHPIAZ 


EKTAKTHE ANArKHI 


? 


Mia aAAn aitoi|ji<;: [[... (= xa 
auvr|0iCTpsva)]] 


ZupTTspaopa: Kavsva 


ATioxsAsapa: pt|8sv 











'Epo)XT||LLaxa pggucd Kai npaypaxa TtpoyLopripiva: 

'H 0£O)pia, rj ovxax; £p£uva £maxr|poviKd)<; xt|v 
TtpaypaxiKoxr|xav, 8kv KoXXanox£^ £iq KoAArjpaxa 
r|0iKct. "Apccy^ 

Il£piCTa6x£po<; fj Xiyox£po<; a^io<; a£paapou £lvai 6 
AXpavo^ Kai 6 IlaKiaxavo^ dpyaxrp;, ol p£xa TtoXu 
KOTiou Kai iSpd)xo<;, po/Oouv £iq x w P«<P ia Kai dAAou 
Kai 8kv ^£upa) nod, Kai 8kv dyKArmaxouv, napoXo nod 
£ivai KaiXa0po£LapoX£iq l ... ano xa «'EAAr|v6TtouAa», a 
Ka0ovxai, KaOovxai,... Kai KaOovxai,... KaiTt£pip£vouv 
piav £VJKaipiav, piav apTtaxxrjv, £lx£ £/£i va Kdpvr] \ik 
xo Ilrj8r||ja £ix£ od; 

Oi v£oi, ol Kavoov itoAd o£^ yapfjai noAd, Kai 
ovj8£tiox£ oK£Tixovxai 8ia xf| 8r|pioopyiav 
OLKoy£V£ia^ xf|v x£Kvoiioir|aiv Kaixf|v p£xd8oaiv 
xod TioXixiapoo pa<; £iq xa<; £Ttop£va<; y£V£a<;, xo K£<pi 
xou<; Kapvouv rj Kaxaoxp£(poov Kaixodt; dauxodq 
xou<; Kaixo £0vo<; t||id)v; 

Kai £p.£i^, oi xodq y£vvrjaap£v, ok xi Ttxaipx:; Tiq 
Ttxai£i, aKpLpfex;; 

Aiaxi £iq xo IIekivo piaa, av dpLoxrjaTp; £vav Kivd^ov 
va aod dTtavxrjari £iAiKpiKd)<; xi vopi^£i 8ia xov 
TioXo(poX£xiap6v - xov TtoAuTtoAixurpov odx£ Kav xo 
avxiAappdv£xai (baav LSda d(pod oAa xa aov8oa^£LX£ 
Kai xa auv0£X£L ax; aiviKa x£ Kai KINEZIKA - av xov 
pajxrjcrflc; Aomov xi aKpipd)^ vopi^£i Kai 8ia xodq 
padpoix;, xodq Mouxa|i£XT|8£<;, xodq aAAo8aTtod<; 
y£viKd>q xodq p^apipodq, aod diiavx£L oxi oXa adxa 
8kv £xoov a/doiv \ik xf|v Kivav, Kai oxit| padpr| 
A(ppiKt| £ivaiTt£8io 8ia 8paaxr|pi6xr|xav 





OlKOVOpiKTjv, Ktti Xl 1 tOX£<J CcXXo, d(pOO TCC OTtoXoiTta 
£ivai IIi0r|Konpdypaxa Xapr|Aoxdxrp; Noripoadvrp; 
Kai Aax£ia 8ia Aopoxopt|p£voo<; AEOKodq; 

Iloao p£yaXr| £ivait| Aopoxopt| oxav t| ^a8£p<pr| 
vopi^£i oxi 5 £v xp£/£i xinoxa oxav oi pdppapoi 
adxopxtaxiyd)vovxai «£iq xt|v Ttaxpi8av pa<;» p£ xa 
aipaxa va xp£xoov Ttavxod - oxav 8£v yiv£xai adxo 
£iq od8£piav aXXr|v x&pav xfj<; Edpamrp;, Kai ax£Xv£i 
xov diov xrp; «axo Ttav£maxrjpio xfjq 0£aaaXovucr|<;» 
Lva pd0r|... KaAa0oa<paipiaiv... Kai aa<paXd)<; AEN 
I1PEI1EI va pd0ri xittox£<; 6iaxf|v OLKoy£V£iaKt|v 
£mx£ipr|aiv, rj £ivai K£pSocpopoc;,... Kait| 14xpovr| 
Boyaxrjp xrp; cpopa£i axpiyKaKia, 8£iKvdovxa<; £v 
Koivrj 0£a k&Aov Kai poovi,... oxav 6 Avx£xoKodv^mo 
£/£i PioXoyiKa xapaKXTipiaxiKa Kai KAripovoprjpaxa 
Kai £0£py£xrjpaxa pioXoyiKa, nod xod 8i8oov TtoXd 
p£yaXux£pa<;, 6f| Xiav p£u£ova<; p£aAiaxucd<; 
m0av6xT|xa<; va Tt£xdxti axo NBA, £vd) Ttpo 6£Ka£xid)v 
pdvov oi avBpamoixod Tt£pi0a)pioo vxdvovxav d)aav 
Ttooxavaq, aoyyvd)pr|, p£ aoyx<A)p£ix£, Ttooxav£<; Kai 
xaodtec; Kai xiAioyaprm£va xaoKopa, rj0£Xov va £iTtd), 
Kai £lxav xaxooa^ ki £Kavav ava)pxtAia<; oAo<pav£pa 
oAo<pav£pa)<; aav xov ao^maxpia)xr|v poo xov 
KappaSiav xov K£(paAovixr|v y£vvr|pivov £i<; xf|v 
Kivav; 

rpa<p£X£ Xoitiov oaa ap0pa Kai oaooq xopxnx; 0£^£X£ 
6ia xa 6iKaia)p^axa Kai xf| 8r|px)Kpaxiav, Kai xov 
£0vopr|8£viapdv Kai 8ia xo koko xod <paaiapod Kai 
xo SiKaio Tiap£X0ov xod Ko^ipooviapod, aXXa av 8£v 
TipoKoipri HrETHI Kait|y£xiKt| opd<; aav xov Ilodxiv 
p£ xf|v opxt8av xoo fj aav xov EX. Bevi^eXov pi... fj xov 
'Op^mav p£... rj xov Xi p£... rj xov Mitipm p£... rj xov ;;; 



|i£... Tioi) 0a kocvt] Kai 0a Kapvouv xa Ttavxa, xa Kaxa 
Svvapiv £u; pdaiv p£aXiaxiKf|v 8ia xo £0vo<; xou Kai 
xo £0vo<; xou<;, coco pa ki auxapxiKO)*; av xp^ictaOrj, 
vopi^£X£ oxi |i£ auxa xa puaAa Kai p£ auxaq xa<; 
axao£i^ noi) KoupaXax£ Kaixaip£a0£ imdpx£i 
o66£pia £Xniq; 

nocio auvxopa 0£^£X£ va aTtopiaxni f| 'EAAag xo 
2100; xo 2050 pfjTtaH;; "Oao auvxopa)X£pa xooo 
KaXox£pa; 

Oox£ X£y£xai ano xf|v £maxrjpTiv oxi 8£v pnopouv rj 
8 £v Tip£Ti£i va oiidpxoov Maopoi''EAAr|V£<;, fj 
Mooxap£xo£XXr|V£<; l fj av<opaAoi"EAAr|V£<;, k.x.A., aXka 
£(poooov f| 'EAAca; £X£i £vav nXaiaio y£amoAixiK6 Kai 
TiXaiaio 8i£0vo)v uxeoeiov, Kai £ivai Auvapiq xo ttoAu, 
pucpa, 8 £v o<p£iA£i, av 0£^£i va cmpuixn), avxi va 
dx£ppov(A)<; Ka0£xai va au£r|xfj, va npa^n £Tti 
x£Xoo<; (a)c npoc ri)v napayMyrjv. rare sfaycoydc. tijv 
EK ncrtSevGiv ri)v texvlkt} Kai iQviKTj. ri) Slolktjglv ti)v 

dnoTzAzG/uaTiKqv. Kai a)c npoc rov Ndjiov Kai tt}v 

Tahv. r rjv <PvXa£iv avGTrjpccv rd>v Evvopcov rfjc 'OXrfc 

EniKpaTEiac. k.o.k.. a 0a £^aa(paXiooov xa>v 'EAArjaiv 
xa i£pa, cncopa Kai av £X£i aTtocpaaiaxfj oxi oi 
Ttteiaxoirj cncopa Kai oXoi oi"EAAr|V£<; oi p£AAovxucoi 
0a £ivai Maopoifj xo Xiyox£po Mouxap£xop£Aapi|joi; 


"Oxav T| £maxrjpr| <x^ioXoy£i, noaa)<; xt|v £v8ia<p£p£i 
xittox£<; r|0iKa)<; (a<pou 8£v xt|v £v8ia<p£p£ixo 
Ti£pi£xop£vo ou8£pia<; r|0iKfj<; Kai xittox£<; Tt£pav xou 
y£yovoxo<; oxi £ivai aitAa)*; pia aXXr| r|0iKrj), oux£ av 
Kano io Ka0£axax; r|xo Ka0£axa)<; KoppouviaxiKO, 
cpaaiaxiKO, SripoKpaxuco, va^iaxuco, 







&Tt£A£l)0£p<Ji)TlK6, fj TaipKO. 'H £maxfjpT| 
AI10TEAEIMATA KOixd^£i, Kai xd AIIOTEAEIMATA £i<; 
TlXaiCTlO CJX£CJ£0)V 8l£0VO)V Kai £vSOKpaXlKO)V 
8iaxpoviKd><; Kai auyxpovax; xd £^r|y£i. 

"0<; Kapv£i noXixiKT| p£paiax; I1PEI1EI va xf|v Kapvri 
p£x’ r|0iKfjq Kai p£x’ L8£oAoyia<; Kai L8£oAoyr||udxa)v, 
p£xa xfj<; £TnAoyrj<; Ttp£Ttouad>v X£^£o>v x£ Kai 
Tip£Ti6vx(ji)v auvOr|pdxa)v, aXka pf|v xo pii£p8£ij£X£ 
auxo \it xt|v Kaxavor|aiv xf|v £maxr|poviKf|v xa>v 
ctx£cj£(ji)v IEXYOE Kai TAYTOTHTOX itoi) 6<p£iA£X£ va 
^£ijp£X£ fj £( 1 X 0 ) va 8iaia0av£a0£ ax^Sov 100% av 
0£^£X£ vdiipd^£X£ £mxvxTlM£va)<; eiq xf|v IIoAixiKfjv, 
oxav adxoi oi aAAoi, ^£voi Kai aAAo8aTtoi, of 
OKOTt£l)01)V £lXlKpiV05(J V< * ETClpU^aOUV (Kai £1^ 

Papoq aou, £i<; Papoq aa<;, £u; Papoq pa<;, av 
XpEiccaxrj), 8 £ikvuouv p£ xa<; npa^£iq xoxx; oxi TA 

nAirNIA EINAI KOMMENA. TEAEIA KAI 

IIAYAA. KAI TA &A0YTIPAEMATA EINAI 

A0ANEIA AIXSIZ EMZTPOOH. 


Ti pdc X££i 6 IIoA IIox ano xo TkeiOev: 

Ma^ X££i 6 "Hkioxo<; 6 Tipovi£pr|<;: «'E<poaov 8i 
yiv£xai va £KX£^£a£X£ Kai va a<pavia£X£ xoix; 
xooXaxioxov £v £Kaxoppdpio mo cncdpxoiM;, 
ap£xavofjxoo<; Kai axpsioix;, Kai £Tt£ixa va 8iaA£^£X£ 
xd KaXdx£pa £vaitop£ivavxa ayopia Kai Kopixoia £u; 
Paaiv £oyoviKf|v va Kavoov ano 10 ax; 20 TtalSa<; 
EXXrivoTiooXa ava ^£uyapi (8dvaxai Kai va £ivai Kai 








paopaKia fj KaaxavaKia, 8£v xp£id^£xai va £ivai oAa 
dcrnpaKia, aXka xrp£Tt£i 6 pax; xa daxtpaKia va £ivai 
xooAdxiaxov to 80% fj k&AAiov 90%), p£ dTtoXdxax; 
a<ppayiap£va xa advopa, mo a<ppayiap£va Kai aito 
to 'IapafjA, aito xa ditola 8dv 0a xi£pvdri odx£ to rjpiao 
Kidvamo*;, £(poaov Xoittov 8dv Kapv£T£ adxa xa 
aoxovorixa, xi£ix£ poo £ 0 £iq xrdx; 0a aa)0fj to T£vo<; 
aa<;, fj pfjxtax; max£ij£T£ oxif| Adxor£voKxovia Kal 6 
A(paviapo<; £ivai 0£Xr|pa 0EOY;» 

Ti pac X££i 6 M£yac Tipovi£prjc; 

«'0 MiKpo^ poo <I>iAo<; 8 £v £ixi£ odx£ xa pi ad (8f| to 
fjpioo) axio adxa nod 0a £Kava £yd). Adv TipoK£ixai 
dpax; 8ia xf| SiKtj poo 'Paxaa. npdpXr|pd aaq. "E/a) 
tioXo x£iov va md) aKopa dSd) nod KaOopai £i<; to 
Evt£O0£v EA12.» 

[['Exi£i8f|q £pa)xfjpaxa xi0£vxai 8dv at|paiv£i oxi lcaxi 
xiq ooyK£Kpipp£vo TtpOT£iv£xai. ’AXka o<; podX£xai va 
Xoat] I1POBAHMATA o<p£iA£iTtpd)Ta va pprj xioia £ivai 
xa TipopXfjpaxa xadxa Kai va Odor] xioia £ivai xa 
£pa)xfjpaxa dv xa> ayd)vi AoaaaAda) iva Xdaiq pp£0fj.]] 


If you're thinking of Political Power by 
Splitting the Cabal 

If you're thinking of Political Power by 
Splitting the Cabal and e.g. getting a, or 
even a large, chunk of the Cabal to Fund 
you, because you've convinced them that 
"the writing is on the wall" and now 
they're going to give you MONEY, and 
you are going to become LEADERS, I'd 
say there probably is - at first glance - 
some "Machiavellian" power-political 
merit to the idea, because without 
Collaborating with the Devil, the Devil 
can't be Defeated. On the other hand, has 
it ever occurred to you that the DEVIL 
Plays on All Sides of the Field - IT 
LITERALLY PLAYS THE FIELD BECAUSE 
IT IS THE FIELD, so it can Always Come 
out ON TOP, and that in any event, the 
change you want to bring about will 
probably only happen or rather could 
possibly ever theoretically only happen 
by things happening "from without" - i.e. 
through MASSIVE JOLTS TO "THE 



SYSTEM" caused by ALIENS looking 
after their own interests. In other words, 
the CABAL Has you BY THE BALLS and 
we're all - i.e. all of the West, what 
remains of it - FUCKED. Enjoy your 
remaining ZIO-LOBOTOMIES. 


On the internet 

On the internet there is a lot of talk of Coudenhove- 
Kalergi and the will of the Elite "Cabal" and the 
Satanists to Flood Europe with Hundreds of Millions of 
Negro-Africans and to create a Europe of low IQ mixed 
Bastards of Blackish to very Black complexion who 
will then be Musalmans and will be Fully Controlled by 
the Zio-Satanic Circus Monkey Compound-Bunker 
along with Saudi Arabia et al., which "just happens" to 
have FULLY SHUT BORDERS AND NOT EVEN A 
MOSQUITO CAN PASS THROUGH. The fact of the matter 
is that FACTS ARE FACTS ARE FACTS - whether you like 
it or not - and the Elite "Cabal" and other "Satanists" 
include a GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE - compared 
to the overall percentage of humans of the world 
population - number who are JEWS and or 
FREEMASONS. If you do some research it really is 



GROSS to see the greatly GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE number of Jews involved in 
promoting OPEN BORDERS for Europe and "anti- 
Racism" as a form of EXTREME ANTI-WHITE 
GENOCIDAL RACISM, TO slowly-slowly, monkey- 
monkey, Satanic Circus Monkey, (potentially) 
GENOCIDE THE WHITE EUROPEAN PEOPLES OUT OF 
EXISTENCE, because it "just happens" that "race does 
not matter" and it also "just happens" that THE 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY COMPOUND AND BUNKER 
have FULLY SEALED BORDERS AND NOT EVEN A 
MOSQUITO CAN PASS THROUGH, AND RACE TO JEWS 
IN ISRAEL SEEMS TO MATTER A HECK OF A LOT!!! SO, 
you see, you can talk about "conspiracies" as much as 
you want, and until the cows come home, YOU 
FUCKING DISGUSTING ANIMALS!!! but the FACTS ARE 
FACTS ARE FACTS, and even though Causation, 
especially Historical Causation, is a far more complex 
matter, YOU CANNOT GET OVER THAT FACT THAT 
THE FACTS ARE FACTS ARE FACTS, and if White 
European Men don't wake up IN TIME, then HAN MAN 
and or HINDU MAN and or APE MAN are going to TEAR 
YOUR HEARTS OUT OF YOUR BODIES AND EAT YOUR 
BRAINS JUST FOR STARTERS, YOU FUCKING 
DISGUSTING ANIMALS !!! 



Let's put it this way: if 
Country "I" has its Ethno- 
Patriotism at a 9+ out of 10 
Level, and country "C" has 
its Ethno/Racial- 
Patriotism at a 9‘ 2 out of 10 
Level - then I want my 
country to have its Ethno- 
Patriotism at a 10 out of 10 


Level, and not at a 2/10 
Level. It's as Simple as 


THAT. 


[f'OAm oi «Sr|poKpaxiKd><; SiaK£ip£voi» aupqxovouv, aXka £Y<*> 
upoaajTUKd)^ Sev Yvaipi^a) Kav£vav Aaov £u; xfiv oAr|v laxopiav xrj<; 
dvBpajTioxrixo^, oq Kaxop0a>a£ Meyc&ci IlpccYpaxa av£u 'Hyexou fj 
'Hy£xo)v. 'ApaY£, axo Ypdijnpo nap£ kocAci, axo Y^£d|Jipo irdp£ itapa noAd 
KaXa (atpou oi £^ix xrj<; x^P 0 ^ SiaAdxi xa Ttdvxa), Kcd £u; xd £v xrj upd^xi 
£pYa; Mr|8£v = Mt|5£v. 'Av r| £YX^P ia £A.ix Sev Suvaxai vd dvaSEi^fl 
'Hy£xt|v, TipaYpaxiKO 'E0vdpxr|v a>adv xov Bevi^eAov (o<; £Kapv£ ki 
auxoq xoaa Xa0r| kccL £ix£ ki auxoq xoa£<; eAAeuJjeu;, napd xfjv 
dSiapcpiapr|XT|xov auv£ia(popdv xou), Kai av 6 Aaoq Sev dva8£i^p 
xexoiov 'Hy£xt|v fj Kair|Y£xiKT|v opdSa, 



OAEKEAOKOYKOYAftET 



- to £xoup£v ^ava ypdi|/£i... 


http://ardin-rixi.gr/archives/2092717temp-new-window- 
replacement=true ]] (Y.r. onoioq 8cv £X£i anonSdaei, £pyaax£i, 

8onX£i|j£i, dya)viGT£i £v oi|/£i Xaxava plav 6 AokAt|pt| ^a)t| apKExdjv 
8£Ka£xid>v AEN riprtopci va £Xfl L8ca napapiKpri xi Ttaei va mj EATANAE 
(auxo datpaXaiq 8ev ar|palv£i oxi 8cv c'xouv n:d0£i oXoi oi Aaoi 
KaxaGxpoipdq...) - ki oao pEyaXuxcpa, 8t| pel^iov ■mpiouaia £X£i 
K&nmoq, xoao nepiaaoxepo «aia0dv£xai» Kanoioq xov EATANAN £iq 
xov SnoviaxiKO-AyyXocptovov Koapov - at Kct0£ ar|p£io 'E^ouaiaq, £K£i 
ppiaKExai £ix£ auxoq £ix£ 6 avTinpOGamoq xou - oux£ va KAdaoupcv 8ev 
r|pTiopoi5p£v - yia kocvexe cpcuva rcyovoxaiv ■mpixaiv AvOpamaiv «p£ 
noaxa» cu; HI1A, AuaxpaXiav, Kava8av, AyyXiav, (TaAAiav, 'Paiaaiav),... 
k.t.A.... - 0crn:d0£X£ I1AAKA! Kai non va xoijq £r|G£T£! 0d Kav£T£ 

EMETO! TcAoq Ttdvxaiv, guvexigexc £a£iq - 0 A .01 aaq, acpou duo TipaKxiKfi 
anoijjiv xi aAAov va Kapv£T£; (£X£X£ 8iKaio) - p£ to ttoXitikc*)^ op0o Kai 
xaq L8£oAr|i|jla<; l £v xw pcxa^i) OAH H EYPOIIH XANETAI, Kai 0a 8oi3p£, 
oaoi ^r|aonp£, ttou 0a KaxaXr^ouv xa npaypaxa. 'Eya> ^£upa> Ttpaypa 
ENA. Eu; Eiroxdq MeyaArp; 'Ynap^iaKfjq KpiGcax;, 'Hy£X£q, av 8cv £ivai 
Tipo£xoipaap£voi Kai ucavoi va Kivr|0ouv aKopa Kai aav xov ETAAIN r\ 
xov MAO av xpsiocaxfj, AEN 0a Kaxaipepouv dnoXnxan; TII10TA! '0 Kupoq 
EppiqjOri, t| 'EAAaq tj8t| teAeIoigc, Kaif| Eupamri (8 ev piAaa> yia xfjv «EE») 
x£X£id)V£i. 0£pa Xpovou. Aiapda£X£ Kai Xiyo Kov8nXr| l mo npoaEKTiKd. 
AAAa oao ^oup£ 0a xo TiaX£i|jonp£ 8ioxi £xaii)7iayop£n£ix6 «£vgxikxo» 
anxoanvxr|pr|a£(A)^. "Exai pa<; «X££i» va Kapvoupcv...). 


Na piXax£ oao 0£^£X£ 8ia 
xf|v «&Kpo8£^uxv», dAAa xa 
Xpovia piXav£ ki auxa 








aiya, aiya, aXka Kai - ai)v 
xa> xpova) - itapa ttoAa) 
tioiotiko)^ Kal oxav £p0£l 

, f|TOl, 

T| a>pa iroi) t| ANOMIA 0a 
KTVTKX£L WH Kal 0Ct 
Papasi AIAAYIIN, xox£<j 
«aKpo8£^id» £iq axiypdq 
EniBIIlIEftE 0a dnox£X£i 

£K£ivo xo Kaximo 

av>xovor|xo ano xf| ZOH 
THN IAIA Kai xf|v IAIA TH 
ZOH! 


il 


OPA TOY I1I0HKOY 





AIIAA IIPArMATA: Tct 
itpaypaxa £ivai ontXa. 
Ilp£Ti£i va pufj Ta^u;. "Av£U 
Td^cax; 8iv Svvaxai va 
yivT] AnOAYTftE TIIIOTEE. 
Ilp£Ti£if| 'EAAa<; va 
dito<paai<rfl itoaoix; 
dAAoy£V£i<; 0£X£i (i)q 
''EAAr|va<; TtoAixa<;, va xovq 
ayKaXiacrri Kai va xo\)<; 
aya7ir|ar| Kai va xovq 
£vaa>pax0)01] Kai p£xa va 
KAEIEH AnOAYTftE 
EOIXTA TA EYNOPA THE 
(Kai p£ xpfloiv aKpaia^ 
Oavaaipov pia<; av 


XPEUxaxfj) KAI NA 
AIIEAAEH TOYS 
YIIOAOIlioYE 


EIEBOAEIE 



■ 

;pah/ 

1 ul 

EAOYAIKH APABIAlff! 



x6ff«i «AA«iy(op«i OTra)c 

rifCTggl Km t| IAIIilNIA. TA 
IlPArMATA EINAIAIIAA. 
HEOPArO AMITEAI = 
MHAEN AMF1EAI. 0 
AYTOPATEIEMOE = 
AYTOKTONIA x£ kcu 
AYTOfENOKTONIA. 


[[Ta TtpaYpaxa eivai AXav cnrAa: oao 
itEpiaaoTEpo dcpiivExai to itpopAripa va 
SioyKOivexaiToao TiEpiaaoTEpo 0a 








XP£iaaxouv SpaKovxsia, KaxaaxaXxucd, 
auxapxiKa Kai 8ucxaxopiK& p£xpa iva 
aoL>0fj Kaxi. '0 £AAriviap6<; Suvaxai va 
£ivai o,xi £v xa> OTiola) £mKpax£i xo 
£AAt)vik 6 axoixsto - 0£<i>pr|xiKa>(;, aXka 
8 e upaKxiKwq, 6 £AAr)viCTp.6<; Svvaxai va 
£ivai oAiyov xi TioXvtpijXExiKoq Kai 
'itoA.imoA.ixiapiKoq, Kai ovS&itoxe Kaxa 
Paaiv (ava) xou 50% - av Kai 
itpoaamiKO)^ 0a £A.£ya 30% rj 10%...) 
'itoA.ixpuA.ExiKOt; Kai TtoAimoAimapucoq. 
EiSdAAax;, Sev 0a £ivai £AAt|vuyp6<;, 
xouXaxiaxov oxi paKpoirpo0£apa)<;. 
KaKa xa i|i£ppaxa.]] 

[[ 

Auo S£vavoi: fi alamo xoeAAti cnio xnv 



2xt|v "Etpxaaov £iit£ f| pia oxi xa 
£AAr|vopa)paiKd EivaixovpKiKa, Kai 
axf|v AfjXo £itt£ «f) Sucrj paq» OXI T| 
apxaia ArjAoq, r|xo «iroAv'n:oA.ixiapiKT|». 
Kai xf|v £pa>xr|aa av paai^oxav i) 
TToXuiioXixiCTpiKoxri^ i) xoiaoxr| xrjq 
apxaiaq ArjAou £iq xf|v i)8ovictxiki)v 


KaxavdXoLKir|v, arriv pa^oitoir|ar|v, axr|v 
£^axopiK£UffT]v, £i<; Aiav Xetitov 
Kax£pp£piap6v xfj<; Epyaaia^, p£ 
Xapr|Aoxaxr| y£vvr|xiK6xr|xav £i<; xaq 
yupa) vi^ctoix;, Kai £u; pa^aq EiapoAiaiv 
dAAoy£vo5v Kai aAAo0pr|CTK<ji)v, Kai av xo 
Kpaxo<; xou IapafjA. £X£i avoixxa fj 
KAxiaxa avvopa, Kai xi aKpip&c; Kapv£i 
xo 'IapafjA. 5ia xov noAv'itoA.ixiapov, Kai 
TtpoTtdvxtov Sia xfjv 

'noXuq)i)X£xiK6xrixav, Kai pi Koixa^E aav 
Xa^ri, Ttpiv poo yupiaEi xf|v 7iAdxr|. 

]] 


You people are totally 
fucking insane (or: this is 
addressed to nearly 
everyone because nearly 


everyone has no 
consistent, disciplined, 
fixed idea) 

You people are totally 
fucking insane. Science 
does not say you must, 
ought to, or have to like 
"Wogs", "Dagos", "Niggers" 
"Kikes", "Spies", "Sand- 
Niggers", "Fags, Lezos and 
the Mentally Ill", "Chinks", 
"Crackers" et al.. Science 
does not say you must, 
ought to, or have to 
use this speech 
or that speech. Societies 



with their Legal Systems 
and other Means of Social 
Disciplining Decide. 

Science though says 
NOTHING. The Scientific 
Observer representing 
Science Describes and 
Explains non-normatively, 
logically consistently, and 
empirically "saved" - i.e. 
taking into account all 
relevant facts - not 
engaging in the selective 
use and abuse of facts, to 
the extent of his ability and 
to the extent of knowledge, 



leaving open room for 
further research, reflection 
and inquiry. You people 
are totally fucking insane. 


Everything you say 

Everything you say. I'm 
going to say the Opposite, 
I'm going to Invert it, I'm 
going to do the YING-YANG 
and FRIEND-FOE on 
YOU and that way it is 
absolutely certain that as 
opposed to ME (in debate 



just between you and me 
and with no-one else 
intervening, e.g. to arrest 
me or execute me, etc.), 
YOU HAVE LOST. YOU 


FUCKING DISGUSTING 


ANIMAUW (The Fact that 
the Current Regime is with 
YOU, is Historically, The 
Current Phase, and no 
Current Phase, even if it 
Continues for 1,000 years, 


LASTS FOREVER, 


DISGUSTING ANIMALU !) 



















What the Theorists of Feminism. 
Negrotism. and Faggotism. etc, don't get 

What the Theorists, i.e. Ideologues, of 
Feminism, Negrotism, and Faggotism, 
etc. don't get, is that a period of even up 
to 15 or more decades is not much more 
than 1 or 2 terms of Kindergarten in 
both the History of Humans and the 
History of Knowledge. Their Time in the 
Sandpit is running out... tick-tock-tick- 
tock-tic... 


This too is not Rocket Science (but it 
requires you to do what is most difficult 
in the world - overcome and relativise 
vourselfl. 

If one constructs a fundamental world 
view in line with the history of one's 




collectivity and orientates everything 
from that perspective, then one has no 
trouble whatsoever in Identifying SATAN 
and SATAN's representatives on Earth. 
What Science does, is take into account 
all fundamental world views, and the 
Existence of MANY SATANS (and then 
does all the other stuff I've explained 
elsewhere). 


To Epd)Trm«... 

Seupoupcv Kcci rvojpL^ovpev on ai 
MEYiaxai Ilopvai Kai oi MEYaAvxEpoi 
nouaxT]8£<; eu; xr|v 'Iaxopiav eyevovxo 
A vOpamoi. Ovxa), Svvaxai va, Kai 
aiYOupa koitoxe 0ci, Sava rivp. To 
£pa)xr]pa EivaiUTto MouxapExiapov Kai 
laxaviapov, rj otto 'EAAriviapov Kai 
’Op0o8o^iav; 



EVERYONE TAKE NOTE : THERE'S NOT A 
"SANE, SENSIBLE" or "BALANCED/WELL- 
ADJUSTED" PERSON IN THE WHOLE WIDE 
WORLD WHO WANTS TO LIVE WITH AND 
IN A STATE OF VIOLENCE, CRIME, ANOMIE, 
NUCLEAR WAR AND ANY OTHER KIND OF 
WAR (even though they all will take place, 
definitely (apart from perhaps or probably 
(?) nuclear war)). THE QUESTION 
THEREFORE IS ONE OF FINDING THE 
"RIGHT" EQUILIBRIUM SO THAT ALL 
PEOPLES CAN LIVE AS WELL AS 
REALISTICALLY POSSIBLE (even though 
various forms of "exploitation and or 
oppression" of others is part and parcel of 
human existence)... AND, 

UNFORTUNATELY, HISTORY TELLS US 
THAT ALL PEOPLES DON'T LIVE... (but the 
said equilibrium will never ever EVER be 
achieved on the basis of hair-brained- 



harebrained utopian(-like) schemes of 
"winner takes all"... as tempting as these are 
notionally and at times also in their initial 
attempts at realisation... everyone has 
interests, everyone has justifications, and 
more than one have relative Strength... so, 
figure it out sensibly = realistically, always 
properly weighing up the extant correlation 
of forces (and trying to really stand in the 
shoes of your Foe, trying to really 
understand where he's coming from as a 
fellow human, even though he is destined to 
be your Foe, and even though you may even 
have to kill him (and vice versa)), and not 
behaving like you're more retarded than 
your average retarded ideologue... we can't 
get rid of the "passions and the spirit(s)", 
but we can put our brains to "better" use if 
we actually relativise ourselves, (really try 
to) understand others, and objectively view 
both our strengths, and the/rstrengths... and 
the nexus between the real-world (not just 
notional) realisability, and, the logical 
consistency or logical implications of what 



is being proposed... as well as all the 
possible aftereffects of action, which can 
always take a course not initially 
anticipated...). 


Some "Humour" (Variation on a Theme by 

Thucydides) : 

"The strong, mighty and powerful do 
whatever the fuck they want, when they 
want and howsoever they want; those 
approximately equal in power had better sit 
back and have a chat, or otherwise they 
could fight one another and jointly lose; and 
the weak can " point the bone" if they have 
enough energy, and have a bone (Woof- 

Woof!)." 



"The principle of equality, if planetarised 
and taken to its logical end point can only 
mean one thing: the transformation and 
devolution of humans back to apes. A 
certain disgustingly sick tiny minority 
group might "win" in the short-term, but 
over the long run they too will pay for their 
disgustingly sick insanity. Human history 
has never known anything as vulgar and as 
low as the Satanic Circus Monkey, which 
reduces (or tries to reduce) all aspects of 
human life to flesh and or money. Even 
apes, it appears, show signs that they can 

know better." 


[- Wait a minute, there! You haven't 
forgotten that Science qua Science does not 
care whether one lives only for money or only 
for honey or for both? - Of course, I haven't, 
but I'm allowed to have some fun if I can't 
actually do anything productive, aren't I 

not?]] 



"Oftentimes, the more serious the problem, 
the stupider the proposed solution; 
whereas what should have happened is that 
Hubris should have been tempered before 
the PROBLEM got too BIG to be solvable. 
This is why prescient peoples never ever 
EVER stray too far from some degree of 
Tradition and Racial and or Ethnological 
and Cultural Continuity. Those straying too 
far will eventually not have enough time to 
even put on a Gorilla Suit." 


[[- Wait a sec! Have you forgotten that a 
society can be whatever the Hell it wants to 
be, i.e. it can have any kind of elites it wants 
to have or doesn't know it has 
(HAHAHAHAHA!!!), any kind of stratification, 
and any kind of dominant values, any kind of 
dominant aesthetics (even if you think they 
are "disgustingly base, low, vile, despicable 
and irretrievably-irreparably UGLY") - 
provided it can achieve all that and sustain 
it? - No, but I do get carried away with my 



own prejudices, because my prejudices are 
far more pleasant to my ears and my eyes 
and even my nose (fingers and tongue?) 
than others' prejudices, and I am a wee bit 
autistic sort of, you know?]] 


[Killing two birds with the one stone is to 
be free to "Bash" or rather "Play" with Satan 
and its Satanic Circus Monkey, whilst 
ensuring that the Best will forever be left 
Alone and Uncontaminated\ (though in life 
there are always risks, including risks 
of contamination'. In death, it concerns you 
not, just as it does not concern HIM\)]] 


The first time as tragedy, and all 
subsequent times as farces 

When I tried to do a Trojan Horse or wage 
Guerrilla Warfare like Mao or Ho, I actually 
did worse than David Brent in the Ozzie 


Ostrich outfit upon being made redundant: 
"This is the best thing that's ever happened 
to me... I've got money to raise, mouths to 
feed... I've been made redundant... after it 
was me who saved others from 
redundancy... the Good Die Young... you lot 
are going mental... and now I've got to go 
and give laughter...". At least he had a 
recognisable outfit. And water to paddle in. 


- Don't you get tired of saying the same 
thing, when whatever you say changes 

nothing, anyway? 

- Nope. 

- Why not? 

- Because apart from the fact that I kill 
Time, when I tell those who stayed that it is 

better in life to have remained poor and 
free, that is, with one's ancestors on one's 
ancestral land, living in Nature, than to have 
left for the Far Satanic Land where any 
Fortune amassed, if amassed, involves 
chasing Satan to all the Dead-Ends Satan 



leads you, they look at you dumbfounded 
thinking that you're Nuts. And then one 
realises that the Satanic Circus Monkey 
grips the minds of people because IT 
dangles before their eyes a great big Satan 
Carrot and that many, if not most people, 
can't be distinguished from Bugs Bunny. 
But if one gets off the Satanic Circus 
Monkey Carousel - Enough is Enough! - one 
sees the Light. But since it's too Late, all one 
can do is Lament. Complain. 

- What? 

- I'm telling you that Circulation, Satanic 
Circus Monkey Style, will be the Death of all 
of Us. It would have been much better - at 
the end of the day - to have stayed Home, 
because there is no place like Home, and 
anyone who abandons Home for three new 
Valiants, a new Mercedes, a Large "modern" 
House and other assets and money and 
some holidays back is absolutely Fucked in 
the Head. Thanks old man, well done. Ten 
points. You obviously had never read 
Goethe's Faust. 



- Things are far more complicated than that. 
You're over-simplifying. Are you alright? 

- In a way, yes, because now there is no 
choice, and Death will take care of 
everything eventually, and I shall die with 
my Mind Liberated - unlike those who 

stayed - at least. 


This is NOT funny: 

Why is it that whilst viewing a short "social 
media" video displaying battalions of 
Chinese WomenWarriors Marching in front 
of Mao's portrait in Tiananmen Square, my 
woman ("Look! If that's the women, can you 
imagine what the MEN would be like?!") and 
I, who are aliens to the Chinese, as the 
Chinese are aliens to us, begin to CRY with 
PRIDE and with HONOUR and with HEART 
for the aliens?! Because they are THERE, for 
the Fatherland, for the Motherland, for the 
Ancestors and for the Race (broadly defined 
but about 90% Han Chinese as the basis of 
their broadly defined TRIBE), for the 



History, for the Myths, for the Culture and 
for the Collective Identity. Every single one 
of those Warrior Women is prepared to give 
her life for the Collective. This is the 
DEEPEST MEANING OF LIVING - 
BELONGING TO A GROUP. YOUR 
GROUP. Why is it that physically next door 
and close to me there are thousands of 
Satanic Circus Monkey people - some being 
there for decades - and to whom I have no 
problem in saying "Good Morning" or 
"G'day", and yet I feel SICK? Why? And the 
answer has absolutely nothing to do with 
Freud or Horkheimer or Adorno or Marcuse 
or Buber or Tribal Warrior par 
excellence Levinas or any other Dingbat 
presented as a "great ZlO-thinker" (even 
though all of the above have at least some 
virtues compared to the CRETINS in 
universities today!) THE ANSWER IS 
because my Satanic Circus Monkey people 
neighbours are much more ALIEN to me 
than the Chinese Women Warriors in a 
"social media" video. For Satanic Circus 



Monkey people are manifestations of 
SATAN, because they, or more precisely 
their elites, want me to believe that 
historical, relatively white peoples of 
Europe (one such people having existed for 
about 3,500 to 4,000 years!) cannot be like 
the Chinese with their Chinese Women 
Warriors (i.e. culturally and racially- 
ethnologically relatively homogeneous with 
one's own unique and precious historical 
collective identity and at least in part 
cultural and racial and or ethnological 
continuity), after one such European people 
has already DONE EXACTLY THAT- YOU 
FUCKING DISGUSTING ANIMALS - FOR 
3,500 to 4,000 YEARS!!! AND THEN YOU 
SEAL THE BORDERS OF YOUR DISGUSTING 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY COMPOUND 
AND - WHILST CLAIMING EVERY SINGLE 
HUMAN BEING HAS EXACTLY THE SAME 
INHERENT VALUE AND WORTH AND 
BEAUTY AND DIGNITY - YOU 
C MANIFESTATION OF SATAN!!!) DO NOT 
ALLOW SIX (6) MILLION BEAUTIFUL 



MULTI-RACIAL AND MULTI-CULTURAL, 
"DIVERSE", PITCH BLACK SUB-SAHARAN 
AFRICANS, WHOM I'M SURE ARE ALL 
GOING TO BE LIKE NELSON MANDELA OR 
BETTER STILL, PATRICE LUMUMBA - 
PEACE BE UPON THEM!, AND OR OTHER 
MOHAMMEDANS, TO ENTER YOUR SEALED 
COMPOUND OF UNENDING EVIL SATANIC 
SUPREMACIST ULTRA-BIGOTED 
FAR/EXTREME-PREJUDICIAL AND ZIO- 
SUPERCHARGED TURBO-LOBOTOMISED 

super-lucifer-hate!!!) Well even 

if Europe does not make it, 
there are plenty of Asian 
Peoples and other 
Peoples who are Going to 
EAT the Satanic Circus 
Monkey for Breakfast , and 
they won't he leaving 


anything for Lunch or 

Dinner. 


Just a reminder so that no-one forgets. 
Science qua scientific observation could not 
care less whether the Satanic Circus Monkey 
keeps on "winning", "calls it a draw" or gets 
crushed. In fact, Science qua Science does not 
ever call it the "Satanic Circus Monkey", but... 


POSSIBLE ADVICE DISAPPEARING INTO THIN AIR AS 

SATIRE NOT APPRECIATED EVER 

AS A VICTIM IN NO SMALL PART OF CIVIL WAR - IF IT 
WEREN'T FOR A VERY VIOLENT, VERY BLOODY AND 
VERY BITTER, FANATICAL NAPALM INCLUSIVE CIVIL 
WAR (my father inter alia would go to school and see 
heads on the ground without bodies in the street and 
bodies hung off lampposts, as well as innocent people 
taken away for summary execution; one of his older 
brothers (llETpoq) - an illiterate peasant, spent four years 
on another faraway - for him - island in internal exile 
smashing rocks based on the same kind of "accusation" as 
when he witnessed his father and my grandfather 




pTiupiSoav) being executed about three years beforehand 
by Germans, etc., etc., etc.], DURING AND STRAIGHT 
AFTER A WORLD WAR, I MIGHT HAVE HAD THE 
OPPORTUNITY TO BE A NORMAL HUMAN BEING LIKE MY 
ANCESTORS AND NOT A CONVICT IN THE DAEMON LAND 
OF SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY HELL (THIS IS FROM THE 
POINT OF VIEW OF THE LITERARY PERSONA OF THIS 
WEBSITE AND IS NOT TO BE TAKEN PERSONALLY BY 
GOOD PEOPLE OF THE PARTICULAR COUNTRY BEING 
REFERRED TO] -1, THEREFORE, PROJECT THIS POSSIBLE 
ADVICE TO "WESTERN" RULERS FLOATING SOMEWHERE 
IN THE AIR: TELL THE ABSOLUTIST WHITE SEPARATIST- 
NATIONALISTS TO CUT THE FUCKING BULLSHIT, AND 
TELL THE ZIO-LOBOTOMISED UNIVERSALISTS TO ALSO 
CUT THE FUCKING BULLSHIT. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
IMMEDIATELY OF THE HISTORICAL WHITE PEOPLES OF 
WESTERN NATIONS WITH ENFORCEABLE IN 
PRACTICE CONSTITUTIONALLY ENSHRINED % OF THE 
POPULATION RACE/ETHNOLOGICALLY-BASED 
DEMOGRAPHIC SAFETY NETS, FROM 50% TO 98%, AS 
THE CASE MAY BE, ALONG WITH CONSTITUTIONAL 
RECOGNITION OF HISTORICAL (LARGELY RELATIVELY] 
WHITE CHRISTIAN AND SECULAR TRADITIONS, AND THE 
RIGHT TO LIVE SEPARATELY IN RELATIVELY 
HOMOGENEOUS AND OR MIXED PATRIARCHALLY 
ORIENTED COMMUNITIES, AS THE CASE MAY BE, AND, 
FULL RIGHTS TO OTHER CITIZENS AS LONG AS THEY DO 
NOT INFRINGE UPON THE CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF 
THE HISTORICAL WHITE PEOPLES OF THE 
HISTORICALLY WHITE NATIONS AND OR REGIONS, AS 
WELL AS E.G. OF THE INDIGENOUS PEOPLES IN THE CASE 
OF THE WHITE SETTLER COLONIES AND OR OF AFRICAN 
AMERICANS IN THE CASE OF THE USA, ETC.. OTHERWISE, 



IN FUTURE DECADES THERE COULD, OR THERE WILL BE, 
UNCONTROLLABLE CIVIL STRIFE, CIVIL WAR AND OR 
EXTREME, CRUEL FORMS OF RACISM AGAINST CERTAIN 
GROUPS, INCL. A GROUP POSSESSING AND WIELDING AT 
ELITE LEVEL GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF 
WEALTH AND POWER. IT'S TIME TO CUT THE FUCKING 
BULLSHIT ON ALL SIDES. NOW. BEFORE IT'S TOO LATE. 


WHILST I'D NEED MANY, MANY, AND MANY MORE LIVES 
TO ADEQUATELY, PROPERLY AND FULLY SURVEY SOME 
3,500 TO 4,000 YEARS OF HELLENISM, IT OCCURS TO ME 
THAT THE TALL, LANKY BLACK AFRICAN FELLOW AND 
THE VERY SHORT AND UGLY CHINAWOMAN ANNOYING 
US WHILST WE TRY TO TAKE IN SOME SUN AND SEA 
LIKE ALL OF THE "CULTURED AND COSMOPOLITAN" 
TOURISTS - HE SELLING CDs AND OR FAKE SUNGLASSES 
AND OR PIECES OF STRING, SHE OFFERING "MASSAGE" 
SERVICES, HAVING BEEN SENT FROM SOMEWHERE IN 
CENTRAL CHINA BY MR. PEKING COMMUNIST TO SEND 
BACK FOREIGN HARD CURRENCY TO CHINALAND - AND 
THEN THERE ARE ALL THESE "SOUTHERN ASIANS" AT 
TRAFFIC LIGHTS AS WELL,... HAVE ABSOLUTELY 
NOTHING TO CONTRIBUTE TO HELLENISM AND SHOULD 
NOT BE WHERE THEY ARE AT ALL - EVEN THOUGH I CAN 
AND DO SYMPATHISE WITH THEIR STRUGGLE TO 
SURVIVE AND FIND MEANING IN THIS WORLD IN WHICH 
THEY WERE BORN WITHOUT EVER ASKING TO BE BORN 
WHERE AND HOW THEY WERE BORN. BUT BY THE YEAR 
2100 THERE ARE GOING TO BE BILLIONS MORE OF THEM 



- AND IT'S NOT FUNNY AT ALL IF SOMEONE HAPPENS TO 
BE A HELLENIST. IN ADDITION, HOWEVER, IT ALSO 
OCCURS TO ME THAT A PARTICULARLY ABSOLUTELY 
DISGUSTING GROUP - THE MOST DISGUSTING AND 
UGLIEST GROUP TO EVER APPEAR ON THE FACE OF THIS 
EARTH - AND WHEN I WAS YOUNGER I USED TO TALK TO 
MOHAMMEDAN MEN FROM TURKEY, EGYPT AND 
LEBANON, EVEN SOMALIA, WHO HAVE HISTORICALLY 
RAPED, MAIMED, ENSLAVED AND OR SLAUGHTERED 
MILLIONS OF OUR WOMEN, CHILDREN AND MEN 
(COUNTING ALL ORTHODOX PEOPLES), INCL. AT TIMES 
ALONG WITH THE INPUT OF A PARTICULAR GROUP, AND 
THESE MOHAMMEDAN MEN ALL TO A MAN ALWAYS 
AGREED WITH ME THAT THEY ,, THE SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY PEOPLE WERE THE MOST VILE AND 
DISGUSTING PEOPLE TO EVER APPEAR ON THE FACE OF 
THIS EARTH... ANYWAY, IT ALSO OCCURS TO ME THAT 
THIS TOTALLY VILE AND OFFENSIVE TO THE EYES OF 
MOST, FILTHY AND UGLIEST GROUP IN THE HISTORY OF 
THE UNIVERSE, IS EVERYWHERE ALL OVER THE MASS 
MEDIA, INCL. THE INTERNET, TELLING EVERYONE 
WHAT IS "GOOD AND BAD OR EVEN "EVIL"", WHAT IS 
"RIGHT AND WRONG" AND ALL SORTS OF OTHER 
ABSOLUTELY RIDICULOUS INANITIES, AS IF THEY ARE 
TOTALLY LOBOTOMISED THEMSELVES (TIP: THE SMART 
ONES ARE NOT, THEY KNOW EXACTLY WHAT THEY ARE 
DOING), AND THEY ARE BARELY 1 IN 500 OF THE 
WORLD POPULATION. THIS IS ABSOLUTELY SICK STUFF, 
AND SOME HUMAN BEINGS HAD BETTER COME ALONG 
TO PUT THINGS IN "ORDER", LIKE CHINAMEN AND OR 
APE-ANOMIE MEN (BLACK OR BROWN - THEY WON'T BE 
WHITE, BECAUSE WHITE MEN HAVE FEMINO- 
FAGGOTISED THEMSELVES OUT OF EXISTENCE - MEN, 



INCL. WHEN THEY CARRY WITH THEM VIRUS-BEARING 
MOSQUITO EGGS FROM THE NILE WHICH THEN HATCH 
AND KILL LOCAL WHITE EUROPEAN PEOPLE AS WELL AS 
GOD KNOWS WHAT OTHER PERNICIOUS AND OR FATAL 
DISEASES), WITH THE MASS MEDIA OWNED AND OR 
CONTROLLED BY YOU KNOW WHO, SAYING ABSOLUTELY 
NOTHING... WHILST FOR YEARS CONTINUOUSLY 
SIGNALLING THAT OUR GIRLS SHOULD HAVE COITUS 
WITH OUR DISEASE-CARRYING OR NOT, FELLOW 
HUMAN BEINGS, BEING REINFORCED ALL THE TIME BY 
THE ZIO-LOBOTOMISED PROPAGANDISTS WHO PROFESS 
TO BE "TEACHERS" AND "HUMANITARIAN" WHILST 
ENGAGING IN TOTALLY FUCKED-IN-THE-HEAD AUTO¬ 
GENOCIDE (THOUGH THERE WOULD BE ABSOLUTELY NO 
PROBLEM IF "OUR" GIRLS HAD 6-12 CHILDREN EACH 
WITH OUR FELLOW HUMAN BEINGS, WHO COULD THEN 
BE BAPTISED AND RAISED AS FIGHTERS TO REPEL THE 
FUTURE AND COMING MOHAMMEDAN INVASIONS ETC. - 
WHICH OF COURSE DOES NOT HAPPEN AT ALL - NOR 
DOES RUSSIA HAVE THE REACH, POWER OR WILL TO 
COME AND SAVE US...), WHILST SATAN AND IT'S SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY SIT BACK RUBBING THEIR CLAWS AND 
LAUGHING, DISPLAYING THEIR DISGUSTING FANGS... 

AND THEIR DEVIL-TRUNKS...)... WHO HAVE THE HUNGER 
AND THE MOMENTUM TO DEAL WITH THEM. 



OBVIOUSLY ANY SENSIBLE PERSON WHO 
CAN SEE WHERE P.K. IS RIGHT, I.E. 
ALWAYS OR NEARLY ALWAYS OR MORE 
OFTEN THAN ABSOLUTELY ANYONE 
ELSE, SEEN IN TOTO, WOULD NOT ONLY 
RENOUNCE, AND DENOUNCE THE 
COMMENTS MADE BY THIS SITE'S 
LITERARY PERSONA - UNLESS HE IS A 
FANATICAL ORTHODOX TRIBALIST 
(GRECO-ROMAN, RUSSIAN OR SERBIAN) 
OR SWITHCHED-ON CHINAMAN (HAN 
MAN) OR JAPANESE SAMURAI - BUT 
WOULD ALSO CURSE AND SWEAR AT 
THIS PERSONA, AND FIND IT 
DISGUSTING, REPULSIVE, CRAZY, 
INSANE. IT GOES WITHOUT SAYING 
THAT EVERYONE "SHOULD" SUPPORT 
THEIR OWN COLLECTIVE'S DOMINANT 
VALUES - WHATEVER THEY ARE - 
BECAUSE REALITY IS, INTER ALIA, A 
STRUGGLE, EVEN "WAR" OR EVEN WAR, 



BETWEEN MEN BEARING VALUES (WHO 
CAN AND DO USE WOMEN (EVEN OTHER 
CREATURES) TO ALSO BEAR THOSE 
VALUES - AND GIVE ORDERS ETC.!)... 
AND THE GOOD VALUES AND THE EVIL 
VALUES ARE THE OUTCOME OF THOSE 
STRUGGLES AND (")WARS(")... UNTIL 
THEY CHANGE AGAIN... 

[[Tip: How about a post-post-modern meta-interpretation of that very 
entertaining motion picture One Flew Over the Cuckoo's Nest (1975)? 
This Site's Literary Persona LOVES the BIG CHIEF character! GO BIG 
CHIEF!!! Cf. Dr. Strangelove or: How I Learned to Stop Worrying and Love 
the Bomb (1964)]] [[And if there is a TtaAAr|Kapi from the Diaspora out 
there who struggles with Greek - vxpoTtri oou!, devote Time to Learn 
your Language in all its Historical Forms for WE ARE THE HISTORICAL 
BEST (as a Subjective Matter of Taste View), and read about the Chinese 
by this Great Contemporary Stylist of our language - he's a really good 
man, this guy; when you look at him or listen to him he doesn't look or 
sound like he's much of a Man, but his Psyche is CLEAN and STRONG and 
£AAt|vikt| in the best possible sense: https://slpress.gr/idees/i-dvsi- 
mprosta-ston-kineziko-drako/?temp-new-window-repIacement=true] ] 


In Politics - understood as The Political 
within Society and Culture, and as 
Geopolitics - Useless Prognoses are a 
Dime a Dozen; Accurate Diagnoses are 
Possible, but very Rare, almost Unique; 

and Therapy is but Fantasy, the 
Uncatchable Dream. That's why Built-in 




to the Human Condition is Tragedy, 
which knows no Cure and is Humans' 
Lot. The Optimal Solution is therefore to 
Recognise there is no Permanent 
Solution, only Struggle - Constant and 
Unforgiving - Struggle in the Search for 
some kind of Equilibrium, Balance 


Realism is the Acknowledgement that 
one cannot Bring Down that which has 
taken Centuries to Build Up "Just Like 
That" and expect things to "Be Better", 
nor can one Realise any kind of Scheme 
of Perpetual Peace either on a Christian- 
Orthodox or on a Zio-Satanic - as 
propounded by the Zio-Protestant- 
Papist Satanists - Basis (and of course 
the latter can and or does see the former 
as the former can and or does see the 
latter, and vice versa, and vice versa, and 
vice versa, including other Utopian 
Schemata from those propounded by the 
White Nationalists to the Totally Warped 



and Retarded - even Beyond Zio- 
Lobotomy - Animal Liberationists, and 
everything else in between and outside 
of those Extremes). The Only Path is the 
Path of Struggle - Co-operation, Clashes - 
again and again and again,... Struggle and 
Struggle and Struggle,... and the Wise are 
those who can Attain the Best Possible 
Result in Reality Based on an Accurate 
(fairly accurate, at least) Understanding 
of Reality, for their own People, whilst 
Acknowledging that one's Foes are 
People too, and also Want a Best 
Possible Result... whilst continuing 
Always with the Struggle... 


The way one says something might be 
crude, rude, vulgar, base, even not 
totally accurate and unfair, BUT if the 
essence of what he is saying accords 
with Reality, if the deeper meaning of his 
words exposes Reality not seen through 
and in Ideology, THAT'S WHERE THE 



REAL SOURCE OF PAIN (OR PLEASURE) 

LIES AND IS. 


The greatest mistake people can make is 
to think that the whole wide world 
Revolves Just Around their own Group. 
Incest (narrowly defined) Always has 
the Worst of Long-term Unintended 
Consequences if the incestual Group 
reaches for too much Power and doesn't 
know how and when to stop reaching. 

Your Nemesis is Waiting. 


Since I can relativise my Position, which 
I do every day, you can Potentially 
relativise your Position too, which you 
don't want to do because you are in the 
Political and Attached to Power Over 
Others, and I fully understand that 
because I Dream of my Position being 
Dominant Again just like you Dream of 



your Position and Dominance being an 
ever-lasting Utopia. Science always 
Sleeps Blissfully, and Awakens Freezing. 


[[FUN is irresistible when you are a 
Literary Persona Coming from an 
Empire sometime between 499 and 999 
A.D. and it's absolutely CLEAR who 
SATAN is and who it's Representatives 
on EARTH are; THE MOST DISGUSTING 
CREATURES AS A GROUP - subjectively 
seen as a Matter of Taste - TO EVER 
CLAIM TO BE AND ACTUALLY ARE 

HUMANS...]] 

Be absolutely CERTAIN, that whatever SATAN 
(through its Representatives: e.g. The *e* *ork *im**, 
The *di*n, The *sh***ton *o*t, The *1* *eleg***h, The 
**ge, *NN, *BS, *BC, The *i*anc*** T***s, *Wood, *PR, 
*v**d etc. University, etc., etc., etc.), says, usually, or 
more often than not, the exact OPPOSITE is 
TRUE... [*b**t, *bel M***a, various *Tube Personalities 
and or "Professors", etc., et al., are all totally 
Compound-Bunker-*-centric/*compliant but 
recognise or sense that things can't continue as if it 
were always 1999, because inter alia HAN MAN is 



Coming, and APE MAN, too, so they "cut some slack" to 
some degree of common sense...]... From the Age of 
SATAN, to the Age of the APE. That's what you GET 
when you Largely or even Totally Leave the PATH of 
TRUTH and TRADITION and Racial-Cultural Continuity 
(nobody said you can't viably leave such a path at all - 
it's the extent that needs to be managed). GROSSLY 


DISPROPORTIONATE forms of POWER in the CLAWS of 
SATAN and its EARTHLY REPRESENTATIVES and the 
AUTO-GENOCIDE of YOU RSELF. NATURE, HOWEVER, 
WILL BITE BACK \{ARD - Feminists and Faggots will 


RETURN to where they BELONG. AND WATCH ASIAN 
OR ASIATIC COLLECTIVITIES - AS WELL AS THE APE AS 
ANOMIE - GO! WE MIGHT HAVE LEFT OR BE LEAVING 
HISTORY'S STAGE, BUT NATURE AND POWER 


(whether in 50 years or 500 years - but probably 
closer to the former than the latter) 

WILL SMASH TODAY'S SATAN TO SET UP AND GIVE 
BIRTH TO THE NEW SATAN (S) (° r: 500 to 600 y ears of white 


Northern European and North American ascendancy and or dominance 
End in FULL-SPECTRUM Hedonistic-Degenerate (GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY Zio-)Lobotomy and Extinction, i.e. the LOSS of 
the Collective Will-to-Live = the LOSS of the Collective. END OF STORY) 


Personally, I would always be polite and 
pleasant to absolutely anyone who is 
polite and pleasant to me, regardless of 
Race, Religion or Extent of Retardism. 
Science, however, is not about Being 












Nice or Being Polite or Being Anything. 
Science is Description and Explanation - 
non-normative, empirically "saved" or 
proven and observed, and logically 
consistent, taking ALL relevant facts and 
data into consideration, not just 
selectively to "suit" a particular 
hypothesis, and or prejudice, and or 
individual and or group INTERESTS. So, 
if there are group differences at e.g. a 
mean or average level as to particular 
kinds of Intelligence or Strength or 
particular kinds of Skill or Impulse 
Control and or Emotionality and or 
Criminality, Group Cohesion, etc., etc., 
etc., then that data if empirically verified 
and suitably comprehensive is factual in 
relation to a concrete, specific set of 
circumstances (incl. assumptions - if any 
- on the part of the observer) and 
relations between people. What people 
LIKE and DISLIKE is of course Controlled 
to at least to a Certain Extent by the 
Interactions within the Social and 



Political (Culture) of the Society, but 
because Conflict is just as always 
potentially present as Co-operation, 
then the "mean or average" aesthetic 
stance(s) of a society can and do change 
as the Values and or Relations and 
Interactions of a society can and do 
change. YOU. REPRESENTATIVE OF 
SATAN, might think that you have got 
things where you want them, BUT 
THINGS are going to change, and 
then YOU are FUCKED (no-one, let alone 
the representatives of Satan, can ever 
know where the Heterogony of Ends is 
Heading over the (very) long run). In 
other words: just as Science does not tell 
people to be nice to one another, neither 
does it tell people that they should 
live that way or this way or in that group 
or in th/sgroup, or that a particular 
group should or should not accumulate 
at elite level GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power 
incl. through Primitive Secret Society 



Networking in Circumstances of 
Advanced Massification, Atomisation, 
Monetarisation, Urbanisation, 
Hedonistic Consumerism, Mass Brain 
Washing, Mass Lobotomisation, Mass 
Circulation, etc., etc., etc.. The (geo¬ 
political is not Static. Neither is the 
Social. And Forms of Power 
crystallise here, but also there, just as 
Identities form in all sorts of ways in 
groups and individuals. History Teaches 
THAT Time Eventually puts a STOP to 
even the seemingly most unstoppable. 


White Man in most, if not all, of his 
Variants is more than likely Finished; 
Westernish Man might sort of continue 
on in an increasingly watered-down 
form for a number of decades, but is 
more than likely Finished too; Ape Man 
and or Black to Dark to Brown Man and 
or Latino Man and or Mohammedan Man 



will Always Be Around for as long as Men 
are Around - either since time 
immemorial or since the 7th century or 
since the 16th century, as the case may 
be and could have a Particularly 
"Crazy" coming century or two. Han Man 
(and Hindu Man) are the Last Men of 
(very) High (and very low) Culture (and 
know that they Must Go APE when they 
have to, because that is what Reality 
Requires for Survival) - along perhaps 
with Nippon Man, and any other Asian 
Man who has the Ability and Will to 
Survive (Go Viet Man, I shall always cheer 
for you!). Orthodox Man has only an 
outside chance in Rus Land, depending 
on what deal Rus Man can do with Han 
Man. My Man, i.e. Hellenic-Roman Man, 
is already DEA D - and Satan ic Cancer 
Parasite Man is WSSMSSSSi GOING TO 


GET WHAT IT DESERVES - and not a few 


HUMANS will be 




This comment from an article on 
www.unz.com is scientifically 
inappropriate in every single way, BUT, 
from the point of view of this Site's 
Literary Persona, it is Absolutely SPOT- 
ON - and for people with a particular 
kind of sense of Humour - it is a good 
deal of FUN - whilst containing all the 
essential elements (if you read between 
the lines, substitute terminology, etc.) of 
the basis of an empirically verified and 
logically consistent, i.e. non-normative 
scientific comment!!!!! 

"“...Russia stands for traditional moral and spiritual values whereas the Empire stands 
for greed, globalism and the destruction of all traditions and moral values. It is pretty 
self-evident that these two systems cannot coexist. They present existential threats to 
each other. Russia will either become sovereign or enslaved. The Empire will either 
control the planet or crumble. Tertium non datur.” 

Exactly. And this is what could be called a “spiritual” war, which may be best analyzed by 
resort to Biblical concepts. 

In essence, the Satanic cult that controls the “West” i.e., the “deep state” of which the 
“neocons” are an organ, is aggressing against Russia because evil hates a good example. 
To put it another way, a “good example” is a manifestation of truth, and truth is to a 
Satanist what clorox bleach is to a colony of bacteria. 

The “deep state” which is apparently the entity described by the prophet John of Patmos 
as the beast from the sea (i.e. the first beast of Rev 13), is a Satanic cult that came to 
power over the West by deception, corruption and manipulation. IOW, the cult made the 
deal with Satan that Jesus rejected (Luke 4:5-8). This is to say, the cult members 
knowingly, willingly and calculatingly - give worth to evil (i.e. worship Satan) - as a 
means of achieving unprecedented worldly power. 

Alas there’s a fly in the ointment. The problem that the “deep state” (beast) has is that 
corruption only works to keep the Satanic cult in power as long as everybody and 
everything in the world is corrupt. 




For example, if corruption prevents the U.S. government from being able to acquire cost 
effective new, technologically advanced weapon systems (with which to beat the world 
into submission), and there is nowhere near such corruption in Russia and China, then 
the beast’s Satanic empire will lose its military edge (among other things it will similarly 
lose) which is exactly what’s happening as I type this. 

Consider another example of a hypothetical sales office with a dozen people working 
there. And all the employees are lazy and corrupt and they typically give the boss four 
hours of work for eight hours of pay. But the boss doesn’t realize that they’re robbing 
him blind, so everything just hums along fine until one day one of the long-term 
employees retires and is replaced by a new guy. 

Much to the dismay of the other office workers, the new guy turns out to be ambitious, 
hard working and honest. And within a few weeks, the boss starts wondering why the 
new guy does twice as much work as the other employees. Soon the boss realizes that 
they’ve been ripping him off for a long time, and by now the other workers hate the new 
guy, because his honesty has exposed their dishonesty and put an end to the scam. 

This is apparently why Cain murdered Abel and this is why the first beast of Rev 13 hates 
Russia. If the beast is to realize its goal - the forcible imposition of its Satanic, messianic 
judeo-communist New World Order on the whole world, it must destroy every example 
of “goodness” on earth and replace it with corruption and perversion. Only then - when 
by definition there is no such thing as “evil” because there is no longer any such thing as 
“good” to compare it against - can the Satanic goal of Isaiah 14:13,14 be fulfilled." 

And this is hilarious too (though it 
makes one wonder - it's very interesting 
to examine if a part of it at least can fit in 
within P.K.'s analyses). Also, from the 
point of view of Science, there is no 
"must be stopped". If we take a look at 
e.g. the way Morgenthau or K. Waltz 
generally correctly see international 
relations, the key element is where State 
Power concentrates i.e. in which nations 
and or states, and then the Relations 
between those states: and such a way of 
looking at things goes back to 



Thucydides. The fact that the post- 
Eastern Roman Empire Western modern 
World arising out of the Late(r) Middle 
Ages saw the Rise of certain "Families, 
Houses, Bloods,..." etc., just interweaves 
with the history of state relations 
through a whole range of historical 
periods. It would be a grave error of 
historical science to reduce historical 
reality to the so-called "Families,..." etc.. 
Things are explained best in terms of 
state relations and also cultural- 
economic developments incl. specifically 
and concretely re: time and place, and or 
macro-historically and comparatively 
via Weberian-like ideal-typical 
analysis... The "must be stopped" aspect 
only comes into play if the scientific 
observer and analyst takes the 
normative position that he wants his 
nation and or state to Survive and 
Continue, and the only and or best way 
for it to Survive and Continue, is to 
do a, b, c, and or x,y, z,... etc.. So, if I love 



my country and see that most of my 
elites are going down a Path which could 
lead to Catastrophe, I have a Duty to 
Intervene and Advise even if I am called 
a whole lot of names up to and including 
"traitor" and even if I am thrown into 
gaol or even executed... - there are many 
examples from History - and this aspect 
of Human Affairs NEVER "goes away"... 
Also, the fact that one takes a Scientific 
Stance without Ethicising re: 
International Power Relations, does not 
mean that one does not either Turn a 
Blind Eye to, or does not simply-typically 
Support, the Officially Dominant Values 
and Ethics of his Society-State he is 
giving objective realistic-advise about in 
International Relations. The Great 
Florentine is MORE THAN INSTRUCTIVE 
on this point... let the Religion be what it 
is (read: let the Dominant Values be 
what they are if they secure high levels 
of Social Cohesion and Social Order), but 
assess the International Scene entirely 



Dispassionately and without mixing in 
Values and Ethics (even though you need 
to Motivate the Troops with Ideological 
Bullshit - there is no other way). The 
mixing in of Values and Ethics in the 
Strategic Analysis of International 
Affairs over the long run could be FATAL 
- and this is where all Utopists FUCK UP 
BAD - BIG TIME... whereas internally and 
domestically, if there is more or less a 
state of relative social peace - then 
"don't rock the boat"... though if things 
"spin out of control" domestically, then 
Values etc. on that front will need to be 
addressed too... and the West in the 21st 
century is CLEARLY IN A STATE OF 
DEEPENING CRISIS both outwardly as to 
the non-Western world and inwardly as 
to its own social cohesion and order. 
That is why the ZIO-LOBOTOMY, i.e. 
Extensive "diverse and multi-cultural" 
inter alia Junglefication and Otherisation 
- raising significantly the levels of 
ANOMIE and decreasing significantly the 



levels of social capital/trust etc. (cf. 
Tribal Warrior R. D. Putnam) - GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY influenced by 
Jews in and through the Mass Media- 
Mass Entertainment, Courts, Education- 
Indoctrination-Brain Washing, 
Government, Political Parties, 
Billionaires etc., in the Attempt of the 
ZIO-PSYCHOS to overreach for Power... 
not unlike Hitler - mutatis mutandis - is 
a Recioe fo r TOTA L DISASTER and the 

°f what remains 
of the WEST...: 

"They are all part of the same Empire. The Blue Bloods (House of Windsor) put the 
Saudis (radical Wahhabists, known at the time) as hereditary dictators over the “Holy 
Land”, this was all part of their ancient plot for total world domination (British Empire). 
Saudis have created the global supply of terrorists (pawns for global control) through 
their global network of madrassi, where they radicalize children from a tender age to be 
these takfiri extremist murderers we see in ISIS videos (you almost feel sorry for these 
guys, having been brainwashed since childhood to commit such horrors). Jews of course 
are the other large power, and they play out through Israel and many other countries as 
well, which they have effectively colonized. 

Question is whether the Blue Bloods ever lost control of the US, or it was just a farce 
(political theater, like “democracy”), like the Royals “giving power to Parliament” (House 
of Windsors are still UK’s hereditary dictators, and exercise tremendous power over the 
entire Commonwealth). My view is that the American Revolution was a farce and the 
Blue Bloods never lost control. 

So we have two primary groups running the Empire: the Blue Bloods (a large clan of 
Germanic “royals”, including the “Windsors” (Saxe-Coburg and Gotha), Habsburgs, 
Hannovers, etc.) and the Rabbis (a large clan, within a tribe, of Jewish “kings”). These 
two groups control virtually the entire planet. Their control over Russia though is not as 
clear, they may be setting up this East-West conflict as a step in their drive toward 
Global Government. 


potential 


Generally I think Saker is a demagogue who offers no valuable insight into much of 
anything in his area of alleged expertise, he has a valid point with his AngloZionist 




analysis. And recently raised the question, is it AngloZionist or ZioAngloist - i.e., which 
group is the dominant one among the two? Almost impossible to tell from the outside. 
Sometimes it’s hard to tell even between your best friend and his/her spouse, who is the 
dominant one! It’s all very complicated. 

I tend toward the Aryans having the upper hand since many of the powerful Jews, such 
as Rothschilds, Schiffs, Warburgs, etc., are clearly Aryan “converts”, most likely Blue 
Bloods themselves. Looking at a portrait of some of their leading figures, I cannot tell if it 
is a Rothschild or a Habsburg, they look like one family to me. But that’s also not 
important. Both groups - the Aryan Blue Bloods and the largely Aryan Rabbis - are 
agitating toward the same nefarious ends, their absolute and total dominion over the 
entire planet. And they MUST. BE. STOPPED." 

And these - Time of course will tell if 
they're right or partly right or just plain 

wrong: 

"The neocons’ grip of fear on their vassal states is already slipping, along with the mask 
of international gendarme they have been wearing, revealing the hideous countenance of 
international gangster underneath. By the time the neocons realize they are losing their 
empire it will be too late for them to do anything about it. Judging by their desperate 
attempts to hoax the world about Russiagate, the Skripals, and all the false flag attacks in 
Syria, world opinion about the neocons may have already reached the tipping point. 

The neocons are finding themselves increasingly alone. Increasingly few governments 
are buying the neocons’ preposterous excuses for remaining in Syria. Or for remaining 
anywhere else but in their own country for that matter." 

AND 

"The greatest virtue of any warrior is patience. A great warrior chooses his moment and 
his terrain and his time. Time is clearly on the side of the east. The two biggest threats to 
world stability and peace are being waged at this moment and these are where the east is 
focused, not on the numerous brush fires that will extinguish themselves. Americas 
nuclear arsenal is under siege by the neocon military industrial complex. There have 
already been several attempts at commandeering nuclear weapons and facilities. If this 
should ever happen- nuclear war will be a reality. Iblid(?), if it becomes a vassal state for 
the neocons, will be turned into a launching base for terrorists into Iran and the 
Caucasus, and a full scale attack on Iran. This is why Iblid is vitally important to Russia 
and Iran. Make no mistake about it, one way or another, the terrorists will be destroyed. 
Russia is not turning its’cheek, it is remaining focused to point. Russia has not thrown 
Donbass under the bus, that is ridiculous twaddle. Ukraine is imploding- it desperately 
needs a war started by Russia to rally its’ demoralized population- ain’t goin’ to happen. 
A large offensive against the east would probably lead to another revolution or civil war 
and an overthrow of the current government... The next great war will not be fought on 
the ground, but in the air. Positioning troops on the Russian border makes them easy 
and convenient targets. Russia has a large and lethal Tank force for that moment. 
Patience is on Russia, Iran, and Turkeys’ side. Posturing is the strategy of the weak." 


Obviously there is a heck of a lot lacking 
in this comment, though it is at least 
10+% correct, I'd say on a preliminary 
basis - even though what we can't know, 
we can never know, but only suspect if 
we are so inclined (one thing that is 
certain or at least reported by many 
fairly good to excellent analysts and 
commentators is that the USA and its 
allies (and or, on some views, its 
"master" or GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY influential 
Lobby Interest Group) for its various 
strategic, war and other reasons, based 
on, inter alia, the Mr. Zbig/ 
Spykmann/Rimland strategy of 
supporting Islamism against the Soviet 
Union/Russia and its (potential) 
satellites, has since the 1970s and 1980s 
up to ISIS and beyond, supported at 
various times Islamistic Terrorists 
according to specific and concrete 
goals)... - and let's not forget too that 
in Planetary Politics..., Theory of War,... 



and elsewhere, P.K. clearly indicates the 
fact of (the potential for) various kinds 
of ("asymmetrical" - he doesn't use the 
term if I'm not mistaken) war and 
violence arising from Anomie in general, 
incl. at state, regional and at man-to-man 
levels, and incl. Islamistic Terrorism 
etc.,... (the point is that political events 
happen in world affairs, some have 
tremendous geopolitical and 
international repercussions, and there is 
no doubt that a particular group has 
been able (based on centuries of 
T rade/Banking/Finance /Wealth / 
Political Power accumulations + 
primitive secret society networking, 
which also other Mafias, Mobs, 
Organised Criminal Gangs, Lodges, 
Secret Societies, Political Parties, and 
various other groups have done and do 
AS WELL in their own ways and in their 
circumstances...)... to "ride the wave" of 
capitalism (and communism) in its 
various centres in GROSSLY 



DISPROPORTIONATE forms of elite-level 
Power) - and don't ever forget that P.K.'s 
obviously correct understanding of 
history is that rapid industrialisation - 
with all the attendant deaths and 
suffering of millions - was an absolute 
necessity for the Soviet Union to be able 
to successively wage war against 
Germany (he cites Stalin's speech to the 
CC of the CPSU in 1928 in the "Utopia" 
article) - and we all know by now that 
Stalin's victory over Bronstein-Trotsky 
was a great victory for the Russian 
people and or just the Russian elite 
against the GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE elite-level 
influence of that much despised, 
universally hated and - subjectively seen 
as a matter of Taste - ABSOLUTELY 
DISGUSTING, REVOLTING AND 
AESTHETICALLY ULTRA-UGLY 
DESPICABLE "SATANIC" out-group, even 
though we can all be friendly with one 
another as individuals, etc.,... = 



explanation why Stalin still has not a few 
(in part) Admirers in Russia and 
perhaps also elsewhere. Sometimes, 
therefore, in history the MOST BRUTAL 
and BESTIAL is also the ABSOLUTELY 
NECESSARY because the GORDIAN KNOT 
"MUST" BE CUT - LIKE IT OR NOT... and 
this does not mean e.g. I would have 
rather have lived in the Soviet Union c. 
1970 than in the USA... on the contrary...: 

"The Bolsheviks aka Zionists aka communists who own the NYTs and the rest of the 
MSM in America have decided that since they have failed with their Russia collusion ploy 
that they would try throwing a grenade into the Trump camp with concocted lies about 
Trump by having their staff members write this forgery. 

This has just enough half truths to seem possible but is written in such a third grade style 
that it blows its cover. If anyone has read Alexander Solzhenitsyns Gulag Archipelago 
this is the typical tactic of the Bolsheviks whose relatives operate at the NYTs and most 
MSM in America. The Bolsheviks aka Zionists aka communists are wrecking America 
just like they wrecked Russia in the Bolshevik Revolution and they got their financing 
from Wall Street, read Wall Street and the Bolshevik Revolution by Anthony Sutton. 

This is what Bolsheviks/zionists do, they wreck countries as in Russia in 1917 and as in 
the Mideast aka Iraq/Libya/Syria/Lebanon and they are trying to wreck Iran and are 
wrecking America , which wrecking started in 1913 with the zionist privately owned Fed 
and IRS. 

The bolsheviks/zionists openly wrecked the WTC with their attack on 911 which killed 
some 3000 Americans and they ie Israel and the zionist controlled deep state got away 
with it and every thinking American knows that Israel did it. 

Zionists are WRECKERS that is what they do and they are wrecking America." 

(Also, I am not interested enough in the matter 
and do not have enough time to watch this, 
however, for anyone interested, this is a 
different or "alternate" "take" on 9/11 by 
someone IVe heard speak online and who seems 
to be lucid and reasonable in his argumentation, 



though I am not in a position to say he is 10% 
correct or 40% correct or 60%+ correct. It's up 
to you, if you have the time and interest, to 
decide: https://vimeo.com/ondemand/theempireun 
masked?temp-new-window-replacement=true . 

From a practical point of view, even if he is 
largely correct (which I don't know) - it makes 
no difference, because he would never gain 
enough supporters to enter the political (it's all 
too "complicated and unbelievable", etc., for 
your average Zio-Lobotomised citizen), and if he 
did successfully ever enter the political, he 
would probably be assassinated/executed 
anyway...) 

AND BY THE WAY - P.K. OR THIS SITE S 
LITERARY PERSONA OR ANYONE ELSE 
REFERRED TO ON THIS 
SITE DOES NOT EVER DENY THE 
OCCURRENCE OF ANY "HOLOCAUST 1 
(THERE HAVE BEEN VERY MANY 
THROUGHOUT ALL OF HISTORY 
HAPPENING TO ALL SORTS OF 
POPULATIONS OF PEOPLE, I.E. HUMAN 
BEINGS) WHICH REPUTABLE 
HISTORIANS HAVE RESEARCHED AND 
PROVEN HAS/HAVE OCCURRED. THE 
QUESTION, THOUGH, OF WHICH 





"HOLOCAUST" ONE GIVES A FUCK 
ABOUT, IS A QUESTION OF TRIBAL 
LOYALTY AND OR LEVEL OF ZIO- OR 
OTHER KINDS OF LOBOTOMY... 

THIS IS INTERESTING - IT COULD BE 
WRONG AND IRRELEVANT, OR ONLY 
PARTIALLY RELEVANT AND RIGHT, BUT 
IT'S INTERESTING (OH SHIT! I'M 
DUMBER THAN YOUR AVERAGE 
ENGLISHMAN, NORWEGIAN, GERMAN OR 
ZIO-LOBOTOMISED PROTESTANT AND 
CATHOLIC - PERSONALLY, I FIND THAT 
HARD TO BELIEVE - HAHAHAHAHA!!!) 


World Distribution of the Intelligence of 
Indigenous Peoples 



This comment (from American 
Renaissance) is unbelievable (incl. as to 



what it also implies)! I can't say anything 
about it apart from the fact that online 
commentators can be "very good at 
thinking creatively", and no "sane" 
human being wants any violence, even 
though Reality tells us there will be 
violence, and potentially there will 
always be violence: 

Simonetta 5 hours ago 

A look at the map of Malmo, Sweden shows the wisdom of locating the Muslims here (if 
you have to have them someplace in Sweden). Malmo is the choke point of the Baltic Sea, 
which is Russia's only access to the Atlantic Ocean. The gap between the Atlantic and the 
Baltic Sea is only a few miles wide just north of Malmo/Copenhagen. It would be very 
easy to close this channel gap with ordinary Army/Navy weapons. 

However the Russians have made it clear that any attempt to do this will result in the 
Russians arriving within a day with the intent of killing anything and everything that 
walks within a 20 mile radius of this gap and keep killing people until anyone who's left 
gives up the notion of ever attempting to close the channel between the Atlantic and 
Baltic to the Russians. So if you "absolutely positively have to kill every m..f.ing Muslim 
in the room" (appos to Samuel L. Jackson in Tarantino's "Jackie Brown") then the way to 
do it is to first get all the Muslims located in Malmo, and then provoke the Russians into 

coming to there and doing the job for you. 
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In regard to a possible civil war in the 
USA, or I'd say in all countries of the 
West, this comment seems to contain 

wisdom: 

GroundControltoMaiorTom Darius lamil Greene 9 hours ago 

Well, let's see... 

1. A civil war would be a disaster for all concerned 

2. Tons of innocent people would die 

3. Your side might not win 

That of course does not mean that at 
least significant civil strife along racial 
and or ideological-political lines won't 
happen. Things have gone too far down 
the Path of Zio-Lobotomy or "DieVersity" 
as some call it. All it needs is a major 
economic earthquake (mixed in with 





other factors) putting an end to "I shop, I 
consume, I am Zio-Lobotomised, 
therefore I am" - and God only knows 
what forces of Anomie will be unleashed. 

Almost every day on the Pro-Zio Site 
JihadWatch, and on other Sites, there is 
news of knife and car and other attacks 
by Musalmans on native Europeans, as 
well as murders and rapes - most of 
which are not reported in the GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY Zio-controlled 

Mass Media. 


This is my King and God and Emperor 
Speaking in Translation, i.e. in a 
Barbarian Tongue = Your Language 
{Death to Satan!) -1 am only 
ever FREEbowing to, and kneeling 
before, Him (Death to Satan!): 

“For each nation has different customs and divergent 
laws and institutions, and should consolidate those 
things that are proper to it, and should form and develop 
out of the same nation the associations for the fusion of 
its life. For just as each animal mates with its own tribe, 
so it is right that each nation should marry and cohabit 



not with those of other race and tongue but of the same 
tribe and speech. For hence arise naturally harmony of 
thought and intercourse among one another and friendly 
converse and living together; but alien customs and 
divergent laws are likely on the contrary to engender 
enmities and quarrels and hatreds and broils, which 
tend to beget not friendship and association but spite 

and division.” 


(Constantine 

VII, 10th Century) 

(Death to Satan ]) 


I would say that racial-ethnological 
group identification is a consistent - 
throughout all of human history - social 
phenomenon; but it's flexible or can be 
flexible, and in recent decades 
increasingly flexible. Thus, a group can 
become e.g. an elite group of whites and 
whitish-looking and some browns and or 
some blacks as in Brazil, or increasingly 
in the USA, and other countries with the 
rest of the non-upper tier population 
browning or blackening out into 
relatively low intelligence lumpen 
groups. If, though, within the elite, one 



group is clearly "being more elite" they 
will eventually become the object of 
ATTACK. And the lower tiers of society 
are certainly not going to lift a finger to 
help them... and then they also have the 
problem of other nations and or states 
not prepared to put up with them... See, 
one of the major problems of the Zio- 
Lobotomy is that it does not think 
Macro-Historically... it does not 
contemplate the Heterogony of Ends and 
where today's actions can lead... and 
History is waiting just around the 

corner... 


• Missy 6 hours ag o 

8o IQ nations require a dictator or a king and you can observe this all over the world. 
Democracy/Republic is only possible when the national IQ is above 90. The US is getting 
dangerously close to 90.1 assume they promote diversity to keep wages down (short 
term thinking). The long term effects aren't considered because elites don't care what 
happens to the US. The US is being used as a personal cash register. That's why it will be 
up to the individual Americans to decide if they want to live a low IQ nation or not. High 
IQ is considered racist however, so many will choose to ignore IQ in order not to be 
racist. The elites will continue to get rich as the US becomes Brazil unless enough voters 
decide the nation is more important than racism. 

• Simonetta 5 hours a g° 

This article is complete nonsense. A huge increase of low IQ people living in America 
would only mean that the high IQ people would institute a caste system like India that 
would be based solely on intelligence. Entrance to the caste would be limited to being 
either a high IQ person or by being a loved-one of someone who is already member of 
high-intelligence caste. The Brights or the upper IQ caste would have their own work- 
zones, schools, stores, neighborhoods, and even highway lanes. When mixing with other 
castes in public spaces, like on holiday civic celebrations, the Brights would have their 






own public spaces well guarded by police. But, usually, they would live apart and 
generally unnoticed by the "Dims", or those of the ever-expanding lower IQ castes. There 
would be no attempts to "equalize" the castes nor to apologize for the advantages 

accorded to the Brights. 

Ek Ttp(A)TT]<J Ol|j£a)q TO &KOAOU0O 

irpa)Toa£A.i5o xd)v «xoovtiko)v» £ivai 
y£Xoto. Ilotoq opax; fjpjtopxl va poo Ttfj 
on atipavTiKOiTaxa, laxopiKd)xaxa Kai 
£>Ar|viKo!)TaTa vt|aia Kovxa axfiv 
TovpKia 8£v ElvaifjSr) otto 
ToupKor£ppavoMoi)xap£ToAp£pucavoA 

paito- 

Eiu)viaxiKf|(8idMKO/xpT|P«To8oTf|a£a)^ 
k.x.X.) Kaxoxn; Eiyovpa o £AAr)viap6q 
Sev £A.£YX£i aAAo £TtapKd)q xoix; x^poix; 

avxdiv twv vriacov... £V p£p£i 
TOlOUTOTpOTtax;, Tt£p'l AUTIKfjq OpOCKTiq. 

Kai ttoIo^ £ivai 6 axoxo<; xfj<; r£ppavla<; 
Kai xdiv HIIA Kai TovpKiaq Kai;;; it£pi 
MaKESoviaq y£viKwq; Kai oaov cdpopa 
xov itpoacpaxov £p<pi3A.iov paq, £u; xov 
oitoiov oi pitappnxq poo Kai 6 iraxfjp 
£pon £ix£ dy(i)viaxr|Kav yia, £ix£ 
aupTtaBouaav to, EAM-EAAE, itdvxa Aia) 
axfiv KVp' ’AyyiXoi poo (xfjq oiroiaq 6 


ncnntovq hoA£|xt|CT£ pi: xov 'Pevo 
AiioaToAiSri Kai xov A. 
naitayiavvoTiouXo \ni£p xou EOvucov 
Expaxov) xfjv Xtav £0vuco<ppovav 
BaaiAuciav Kai KapapavXr|Kidv 
(X l X l X l X l X^) Trjq M£aar]viaq oxi £p£iq oi 
veo-Bevi^eXiko'i (iyoi) axa yEpapaxa 
x£iva) itpoq XOV V£0-B£Vl^£Xiap.OV, 
TTpoaajmKoiq -xaxaxaxaxaM! - 0afj0£Xa 
Kaxct p&0o<; vet rjpouv 
Ka7nTo8iaxpiaKO(;, dAXar| EmXoyf) auxrj, 
5i)axi)X£axdxa)q, ov»x vcpiaxaxai), itdvxa 
dvayva)pL^oup£v oxi 


Kai ai 600 - t|xoi, apipoxEpai ai - 



Me aXXa Aoyia, xtop'u; plav paaucf|v 
opotliux^v Kaix<opiq aopapov eOvikov 
axsSiaapov AE HNETAI THIOTAitapd 
Tt£paix£po) £0viKai Kaxaaxpo(pai. 
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TO MEMO TflMndf" 
THE METAI10AEMIKHE 
UTOPIA! TOY EONOYE 


✓ H aflriecia yia tn pEYafluiEpn 
Kai mo aipatnpri npogoKbtoia, 
nou syive rote ornv ERRaba 

✓ rioiouc unnpEtouoav npoYpa- 
iik6 01 6n0EV YEPMavoipiRoi 
AugiRoyoi; 

✓ luvtapOKtiKEq anoKORuiiiEiq 
ano tov navaYiwtn Tpaiavou 


OKTAIlAuU) AwfrOmA 


EXEAIA "<DAIAQPA" KAI "OVERKILL" AnO TIE HIIA! 


TTPATUITIKH 

kataahvhbH 

THE MAKEAONIAZ 


Tt yupcuci n vauop»6a 
lov HflA otn eta nai; 



II 


✓ "H enfeu^r) tou SiapsMapou iriq EAAaSaq 0a npenei va yi'vsi svroq 24 copciv" 
"AoAocpovi'a noAuiKoav kqi enixeipriMcmciv axriv A0f)va kqi tt| OeaaaXoviKri" *% 


What the fuck is this?: 

















"The goal is the “Lebanonization” all of countries that could potentially threaten Israel. 
This concept came from Dr. Bernard Lewis of Princeton University. He wrote an article 
in Foreign Affairs entitled, Rethinking the Middle East. 

“A possibility, which could even be precipitated by Islamic fundamentalism, is what has 
late been fashionable to call ‘Lebanonization.’ Most of the states of the Middle East— 
Egypt is an obvious exception—are of recent and artificial construction and are 
vulnerable to such a process. If the central power is sufficiently weakened, there is no 
real civil society to hold the polity together, no real sense of common identity.... The state 
then disintegrates—as happened in Lebanon—into a chaos of squabbling, feuding, 
fighting sects, tribes, regions, and parties.” 

[[Read the article here: https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/middle-east/1992-09- 
01 /rethinking-middle-east?temp-new-window-replacement=true . If you read between the 
lines and know exactly what the "Prof.'s" goal always was, and know which country got 
involved in which conflicts and wars whilst pretending that they "did not" and what 
"democracy" and "freedom" mean,... etc., etc., etc.,...]] 

Also see Operation Clean Break: A New Strategy for Securing the Realm and Rebuilding 
America’s Defenses from PNAC." 


[[When a Nation is the Pre-eminent 
Geopolitical Hegemon-Imperialist it 
usually or can be the Pre-eminent 
Cultural Hegemon-Imperialist - which of 
course does not mean that it too does 
not take from others and does not "mix 
things up" in a state of cultural interplay, 
interaction, mutual influence, e.g.: China 
re: Japan, Vietnam etc., and, Hellenistic- 
Alexandrian Greece re: Syria, Northern 
Africa etc., etc., etc., etc.. On the other 
hand, the Conqueror can tend to Absorb 
significant amounts of cultural 
phenomena from the Conquered, e.g.: 




Rome conquering Greece, 
Osman/Ottoman Turks conquering 
Romania-Eastern Rome-Hellenism. Just 
as thinkers/historical figures/"clowns" 
like - believe it or not - Adorno or 
Levinas or Trotsky or Stalin or Mao or 
Sartre or Foucault and Derrida et al. can 
and do make at least a few or some valid 
points, so too can and do 
thinkers/historical figures/"clowns" like 
Churchill or Evola or Devi or Mussolini 
or Hitler or de Be???st or Spengler and 
Yockey. P.K. referred briefly to about 
half of the aforesaid throughout his 
writings, and would have had no 
problem referring to all or none of them 
if he thought it necessary (I note that 
throughout this Site I have referred to 
Great Thinkers in the Social 
Sciences/History/ Philosophy - and so 
has P.K. throughout his oeuvre - and 


NONE OF THE ABOVE WOULD BE 
CONSIDERED (VERY) SIGNIFICANT, LET 
ALONE GREAT, BY EITHER OF US). Thus, 



it is very important from the point of 
view of Science, to always remember 
that Thinkers tend to be liked or 
"idolised" by people because they can be 
used (and abused) in polemics against 
others and their "favourite" Thinkers. 
Scientific observation however has no 
problem in having a look at what 
everyone has to say, and seeks to 
identify the (usually predominant) 
ideological elements, as well as any 
descriptive-explanatory elements which 
accord with both Empirical Reality and 
Logical Consistency. The following 
excerpt is probably largely correct ( cf - 

P.K.'s article: "The universalisation of technique 
(technology) and world culture", above)^ BUT THE 

IMMEDIATE AND VALID QUESTION IS: 
WHAT THE FUCK CAN YOU DO ABOUT 
IT? IF THE PEOPLE ARE 
GOING THATW AY, BUT YOU WANT THEM 
TO GO THIS WAY, WHAT IN RESPECT OF 
THE CORRELATION OF FORCES AND 
CURRENT HISTORICAL CONJUNCTURE 
CAN YOU DO ABOUT IT IN RAW, REAL- 



POLITICAL-CULTURAL-SOCIAL, 
PRACTICAL TERMS? 

"Americanisation in Europe is widespread and evident. In Italy it is a phenomenon 
which is rapidly developing in these post-war years and is considered by most people, if 
not enthusiastically, at least as something natural. Some time ago I wrote that of the two 
great dangers confronting Europe - Americanism and Communism - the first is the more 
insidious. Communism cannot be a danger other than in the brutal and catastrophic 
form of a direct seizure of power by communists. On the other hand Americanisation 
gains ground by a process of gradual infiltration, effecting modifications of mentalities 
and customs which seem inoffensive in themselves but which end in a fundamental 
perversion and degradation against which it is impossible to fight other than within 
oneself. 


It is precisely with respect to such internal opposition that most Italians seem weak. 
Forgetting their own cultural inheritance they readily turn to the United States as 
something akin to the parent guide of the world. Whoever wants to be modern has to 
measure himself according to the American standard. It is pitiable to witness a European 
country so debase itself. Veneration for America has nothing to do with a cultured 
interest in the way other people live. On the contrary, servility towards the United States 
leads one to think that there is no other way of life worth considering on the same level 
as the American one.” 


- Julius Evola, American 


"Civilization" 



All of this is factual common sense. The 
man is no 

"Philosopher" or purveyor of "High 
Theory" but is 

Anglo-Irish George Orwell-like COMMON 
SENSE - 

not always right, sometimes lacking in 
intellectual- 


theoretical finesse, but more often than 
not, Right! 

This is the BEST to come from the Anglo 
World and 

IT IS NOT ZIO-LOBOTOMISED!!!: 

https: //vdare.com/articles /patrick-i- 

buchanan-the- 

unpardonable-heresv-of-tucker-carlson- 

diversitv-is-not-our-strength?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true 

(of course, from the point of view of 
strict science, there is no "iron law" of 
history that a country or nation or 
region should or must be racially and or 
culturally relatively homogeneous - 
though over the last 5,000 years of 
comparatively fairly well-known Human 
History, most places in the world and 
most peoples - even in multi-ethnic 
empires - were racially and or culturally 
relatively homogeneous, and obviously 
in circumstances of "I shop, I consume 









crap, therefore I am", a "diverse, multi¬ 
cultural" society can be successful for a 
number of decades, as exactly has 
happened in the West, BUT Time is now 
Running Out, and things will have to 
Return to "tighter" states of living, which 
could mean Civil Strife and or Civil War 
in the West - and which could Hasten 
even further the West's Demise and Play 
into China's and or other Powers' Hands. 

P.K. pointed all this out more than 2 
decades ago (carefully study - take your 
time - you need many slow hours - 
everything I've translated above in PDF 
by P.K. - not the rubbish I write), and 
what did YOU go and do? YOU WENT 
AND FURTHER ZIO-LOBOTOMISED i.e. 
NEO-PSYCHO-CONJOB-DEMTARD- 
LOBOTOMISED YOURSELVES. WELL 
DONE, 10 POINTS. HAVE A PRIZE. 

CONGRATULATIONS.) 

These online comments are interesting and 
worth considering -1 can't tell you what % they are 
correct, but it's possible they are more than 50% 
correct, though I am not sure - and of course they lack 



the deep, macro-historical-sociological knowledge of 
Europe evinced in P.K.'s books: 


"msays: 

September 13, 2018 at 7:15 am 

Antisemitism is not a goyim problem. It is a Jewish problem. And it will 
always exist as long as Jews behave like Jews. Nowhere within the 
mainstream “respectable” debate does anyone ever ask the question, 
“What have Jews done to make people so dislike them?” Likewise, you 
will never hear the true answer to that question, at least via mainstream 
channels, because of Jewish media control. 

Whether men of European descent will be capable of counteracting this 
pernicious propaganda is a big question. But there are always larger 
forces at work, and rectification can be expected. It could even come in 
unexpected ways. 

If countervalence does not arise from a European soul, if Europeans are 
too weak to survive, then another race will provide the means. The black 
race can be discounted; blacks are too disorganized, and have never 
demonstrated an ability (i.e., they are incapable) of either creating or 
sustaining order. In fact, their mode is typically that of physical 
destruction. 

The yellow races (Chinese and Japanese) are different. They cannot 
succumb to the antisemitism slander because of their history: first, 
being more or less geographically and linguistically self-isolated; 
secondly, by not participating in the strictly European portion of the 
WWII slaughter (along with the subsequent Jewish creation of a 
Holocaust legend [[as if it were somehow "more special" than, or 
"especially distinct" when compared to, other historical mass killings of 
which there are countless in history]]). For their part, Japanese suffered 
their own mass destruction via American A-Bombs, and Chinese fought 
outside of Europe. 

Even so, once Chinese (and Japanese, if they throw off the American 
yoke) begin to deal closely with Jews, it is expected that they will 
become antisemitic in the natural way that Europeans used to be, and 
ought to be now. How will Jews react? Unfortunately for them, they are 
at a disadvantage among the yellow races, for many reasons: 

1) Jews are not able to disguise themselves among East Asians. 

2) Chinese (and Japanese) are at least as tribal as Jews, and like Jews, 
they have their own business-intelligence networks. 

3) Chinese are as materialistic as Jews, but at the same time have a 
deep spiritual metaphysical ground that Jews don’t (in spite of all that 
Old Testament stuff, Jews remain mostly materialists). Indeed, Jews are 
barren spiritually. Not so for Chinese. 



4) Politically, Chinese abandoned Jewish Bolshevism, replacing it with 
Socialism with Chinese Characteristics. In fine, they have essentially 
reverted back to their traditional, pre-communist “yin-yang” contract 
dealings-dealings hearkening back to triads and syndicates. 

5) Finally, and most importantly, Chinese and Japanese have 
demonstrated an ability to create and sustain an indigenous high 
culture, something Jews cannot do. Jews, for their part, survive within a 
host culture, eventually destroying any remaining semblance of their 
host’s high culture. 

Therefore, if Europeans do not rise up to the “antisemitic” task, others 
will. I am not ready to write off any possibilities. Today we witness the 
beginnings of an antisemitic reaction in Russia, Hungary, Poland and 
Italy. Against them, the US and Britain will not be much help in 
recovering European normalcy. Both British and US policy are under 
Judaic control. At the same time, Britain is rapidly collapsing, socially. 
The US has not degenerated quite as far, and I think that perhaps there 
is a slim possibility it could recover. 

It certainly appears that the Anglo-American-Jewish empire is falling 
apart both internally and externally. How long this situation can 
continue to devolve is anyone’s guess. How will it be for antisemitism? 
Soon Jews and their running dogs will have to play their hand. Not sure 
they hold all the good cards, like they used to. The bluff may be called. 

Reply 


Karen Tsays: 

September 13. 2018 at 10:08 am 

The Chinese have the moniker "The Jews of Asia" which they appear to be proud 

of.. . https://www.ynetnews.eom/articles/0.7340.L-4924549.00.html 

Asians appear to have the same distaste for Chinese as many Westerners have for 

lews... https://www.iapantimes.co.ip/opinion 72016 710 707/commentary/world-commentary/Chinese- 

tourists-badly-behaved/#.W5qVT-hKiUk 

Like Jews, and unlike Europeans, Chinese are not creative... https://youtu.be/t06A7GlTw0I 
Also like Jews, they are distrustful of the citizenry... https://youtu.be/ vKga54tx6U 
The Chinese and the Jews do not believe in freedom... https: //youtu.be/lneoqhgcvuU 
Only Western men can save the West." 

IT'S QUITE SIMPLE DINGBATS: IF YOU 
DON'T, INTER ALIA, CHOOSE TO SHUT 
YOUR BORDERS ABSOLUTELY AND 
FULLY AND TOTALLY AND HAVE MASS 











INDIGENOUS WHITE BABY BIRTHING 
PROGRAMMES BASED ON PATRIARCHY 
AND HEIGHTENED INTERNAL (FOOD and 
other) PRODUCTION AND FAR MORE 
FRUGAL WAYS OF LIVING WITH FAR 
LESS INTERNATIONAL TRADE, THEN 
THE WEST - WHAT REMAINS OF IT - 
WILL BE TRANSFORMED INTO MONKEY- 
APE-ANOMIE SWAMPLAND BY c. 2100 - 
IF NUCLEAR WAR DOESN'T TAKE IT OUT 
FIRST. THAT MEANS THAT THE 
ABSOLUTELY DISGUSTINGLY VILE 
SATANIC "GLOBAL ELITE" WHICH 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY 
INCLUDES PEOPLE OF A PARTICULAR 
GROUP, WHO BY THE WAY SUPPORT 
THE POSITION THAT THE SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY COMPOUND AND 
BUNKER HAVE FULLY SEALED BORDERS 
(!!!) AND WHILST THEY SEND 
HUNDREDS OF MILLIONS OF "TAX- 
DEDUCTIBLE" DOLLARS OR MORE VIA 
TRUSTS AND ALL SORTS OF OTHER 
"FULLY LEGAL" SCHEMES (WHICH OF 



COURSE ALL ETHNIC GROUPS DO IN 
THEIR OWN WAY AND FOR THEIR OWN 
PURPOSES - TO BE ABSOLUTELY FAIR) 
TO ITS MILITARY EVERY YEAR, ETC., 
ETC., ETC.,... ARE GOING TO HAVE TO 
LEARN TO LIVE WITH FAR LESS PROFITS 
- IF INDIGENOUS WHITE PEOPLES ARE 
SO ZIO-LOBOTOMISED THAT THEY ARE 
INCAPABLE OF REMOVING THEM FROM 
POWER. STALIN (as an extension of 
Lenin) AND MAO - "THE GREAT 
LIBERATORS" - KNEW EXACTLY WHAT 
TO DO, EVEN THOUGH TENS OF 
MILLIONS OF INNOCENT PEOPLE HAD TO 
PAY. THEY DID THOUGH WHAT THEY 
"HAD TO DO" AND 


CUT THE GORDIAN KNOT!!! 


This excerpt from an article 

^ https://www.amren.com/features/2018/09/anti-racism-the-trojan- 

horse-for-the-great-repIacement/#.W6cTIWgzaUk?temp-new-window- 

re P iacement=true j j s interesting. Factually there 
is no "plot" to do absolutely anything. 








Factually again, there are certain elites, 
corporations, politicians, bankers, etc. - 
building on centuries in the 
development and "evolution" of 
capitalism and European and then 
American colonialisms and imperialisms 
- who push strongly for the "One World" 
ideology and practice (to the extent it 
has succeeded) of USA-led imperialism, 
or international hegemony, if you prefer, 
and when one examines who the elite 
billionaires and politicians/policy-think 
tank people (incl. ex-Trotskyite and 
other "neo-Cons", "Democrats", and (ex- 
)banker/financial institution people like 
a former PM of Australia and the current 
(2018) President of France, involved and 
participating in such a movement - incl. 
opening up immigration to coming from 
all over the world into former "white 
settler colonies", a GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE number (I have 
never said "most") of those billionaires, 
political party functionaries and or 



donors, "policy advisors", "multi¬ 
cultural" (Mass Media etc.) 
propagandists, etc. "just happen" to be 
Jews and usually also Zionists - and 
those closely associated with them-, and 
they nearly always support - to a man, a 
woman and an IT - strongly, that Israel 
has fully shut borders with no African 
and Mohameddan/Musulman 
immigration/invasions, when surely SIX 
(6) MILLION Black African Immigrants 
would be "enriching" for Israel, given 
how many Jews worldwide are in favour 
of "multi-culturalism and/or multi¬ 
racialism" [[The fact that you - I'm 
talking to the Protestant, Catholic and or 
Secularist-Atheist now - don't care and 
don't mind in regard to the look of 
whether there are J??s or not in 
positions of GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY distributed 
forms of elite-level Power does not 


bind me to not caring about, and liking 
the look of, the said GROSSLY 



DISPROPORTIONATE distributions of 
forms of Power. So, DEEP DOWN - what is 
the Real Reason you do not want to live 
in a formerly 85%+ or 95%+ relatively 
white country that is becoming minority 
white? DEEP DOWN - what is the REAL 
REASON? Since ALL SOCIETIES have 
elements of hierarchy and elements of 
equality to varying degrees and in 
different forms, and ALL SOCIETIES 
operate along a Friend-Foe Spectrum 
with various forms of co-operation and 
conflict and varying group and 
individual degrees of Sameness and 
Difference, etc., etc., etc.? SO, what is 
going down, DEEP DOWN, Smart Arse? 
Levels of Social Cohesion and of Anomie? 
The look and "feel" of a society? Is there 
anything deeper than that DEEP DOWN? 
So, DEEP DOWN, why does Israel SEAL 
ITS BORDERS and practices a kind of 
ethno-racism? And China? And Japan? 
And Poland? And... there are a lot of 
other examples...]]. Now, if someone is 


involved in politics, i.e. in political 
action, and this Site incl. this Literary 
Persona now speaking always 
advocates NO CHANGE to the current 
state of affairs, and has come to the 
belief he should ally his resistance to the 
anti-European invasions by the Other, 
with Jewish Billionaires and Israel, et al., 
that might be a tactical and or strategic 
necessity, and or stroke of genius - time 
will tell; after all, the "end" result is all 
that really counts. And as for 
"cosmopolitanism", its actual elite-level 
practice in the Hellenic world never led 
to the Genocide of relatively white 
Hellenes, Romans-Rhomioi and or 
Greeks - incl. throughout the Christian 
Era and under Barbaric Ottoman 
Occupation (and Cosmopolitans "back 
then" were by and large very well versed 
in their own culture and history first, 
before being "Cosmopolitan" (see 
Contogeorgis, et al.), and not like the 
"wishy-washy" "multi- 



culturalists/cosmopolitans" of today, 
who more often than not know nothing 
of substance and depth about their own 
base-country's history, culture, etc.), 
whereas today's GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY ZIO-USA-led and 
international Jewish Billionaires "One 
World multi-culturalism" has not only 
assisted in largely "Zio-Lobotomising" in 
terms of Western mass-democratic 
ideology a large part of today's Greek 
population into abandoning the 
biological reproduction of Greeks (very 
low birth rates) and Tradition (and the 
traditional patriarchal family) fully (incl. 
via funding University "Professors" 
flowing into "Education System" 
teachers etc., "inspiring" Greek mass 
media with USA-GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY Zio-involved 
mass media and mass entertainment 
etc., over a number of decades, incl. to 
promote all kinds of ridiculous and up to 
SICK propaganda and outright lies in 



general about "equality", and the 
historical non-existence of a Greek 
nation and or civilisation, etc. (Gellner, 
Hobsbawn, et al.)), that now we can 
witness up to (almost) whole takeovers 
of whole Greek islands and or regions by 
Mohammedans and or Africans leading 
to out-of-control Anomie, Disease- 
Spreading, etc., whilst NGOs - GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY (I never said 
"mostly") - funded by Jews (either from 
Israel or not) - along of course with 
Germans, Turks, French, Americans, etc., 
pay "Greeks" to accept the situation, and 
use the law against those who want to 
resist the takeover of their Tribal 
Homelands, whilst Israel has FULLY 
SHUT BORDERS and the full support of 
ZIO-USA and Jewish Billionaires who 
number GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY amongst 
Billionaires compared to the percentage 
of Jews in the world population (at least 
1 in 7 (if not greater when taking into 



consideration "Behind the Scenes" 
Banking Capital etc. Power and Wealth) 
compared to 1 in 500 Jews in the world) 
(incl. many of those behind Greece's 
public debt, because German capital and 
French capital are tightly connected to 
you-know-who's capital, etc.), and of 
course, there are many Historical 
Reasons for this - and one could start 
with Werner Sombart, if one wanted to 
grapple with the macro-historical issues 
involved - but you'll, of course, need a lot 
more reading and study than just 
Sombart - incl. Braudel, K. Polyani, cf. 
Arrighi, and many, many, many others. 
[[We have dealt elsewhere on this Page 
about how many innocent people died in 



WHEN WE HAVE OUR OWN PROBLEMS.]] 
(The fact that Greek politicians and the 


Greek elite are so pathetic in being 
easily bought off and or cajoled by 
"Embassies" to promote ethno-nihilism 
to a by-and-large stupid people, means 
that if the Greeks auto-genocide 
themselves out of existence, as it 
appears they are doing, they don't 
deserve to live any longer as a people, 
BUT that does not alter the FACTS about 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE ZIO-USA 
involvement as the World Hegemon or 
Imperialist over Greece and Cyprus's 
territory (incl. over our German and 
French EU overlords) since esp. the 
Second World War - and nobody is 
saying things would have been better 
under Soviet tutelage... though... it does 
make one wonder... Now, the fact the 
article referred to here, involves typical 
Zio-Talmudic Hocus Pocus Mumbo 
Jumbo "High IQ" Sophistry and 
(attempted) Chicanery (- it's irrelevant if 
it's done not by a Jew, but by a (close) 
friend of Jews -) of trying to get Jews out 



of being blamed for anything, whilst 
shifting the blame onto Hellenism, 
Hellenes and Christianity (which can, 
like all religions and or ideologies, be 
used for ethno-patriotic and or 
civilisational/religious-particularistic 
ends as it was throughout all of Eastern 
Roman history for many centuries and 
centuries and centuries, 
notwithstanding its also universalistic 
use (which can be subordinated to the 
particularistic use as just mentioned - if 
that's where the political correlation of 
forces winds are blowing, etc. (cf. Prof. 

Andrew Fraser))), is typical Zio- 
behaviour, and anyone who knows Jews 
well personally, like me, this Site's 
Literary Persona - over decades, incl. in 
Courts of Law for many years, and in 
other domains, incl. involving money, 
etc., - knows exactly what I am talking 
about - grosso modo (obviously, there 
are always exceptions). I remind any 
readers that this Site repeatedly refers 



to a number of Jews who must be 
counted amongst the greatest thinkers 
in the history of philosophy and the 
social sciences incl. Spinoza, Marx, 

Simmel, Durkheim, Aron, Cassirer, 
Kantorowicz, Lowith et al., and this Literary 

Persona also thinks that Nathan Milstein was a great 
violinist, and that von Sternberg, Lubitsch, A. Mann, 
Kubrick et al. were great motion picture directors - 
and apart from "So, they call me Concentration Camp 
Ehrhardt" Jack Benny (even though Sig Ruman says 
those actual words), this Literary Persona absolutely 
loves The Three Stooges, who indeed were very, very, 
very FUNNY - "Hello! Hello! Hellooooooooooo!"^ [[N B 

(this is not directed towards anyone in particular): Taking something from the 
History of Ideas and or History and stating that a very, very, very long time (or 
not-so-long time, depending on the case) later, it caused something, is a sign of 
Very Low Intelligence and Retardism, whether Zio or not. Historical processes 
taking place over many centuries have many overlapping and disjointed causal 
chains taking into consideration a whole gamut of social phenomena from ideas, 
beliefs, ethics and politics to customs, laws, the economy and interactive 
combinations thereof, etc.. The lead up to Western mass democracy via oligarchic 
bourgeois liberalism and associated colonialisms and imperialisms starting from 
before the 15th and 16th centuries (in late Societas Civilis or Feudalism) has 
nothing to do with e.g. Diogenes the Cynic or Christianity as a whole, - though 
Protestantism had its role to play to a certain extent in certain countries and 
regions (cf. Weber) -, which has been used and abused and interpreted any 
number of ways by any number of actors in any number of times and places, etc., 
but a heck of a lot more to do with Banking and Finance and International Trade 
and Primitive Secret Society Networking into the French and English (and 
Germanic) elites in the 19th century, and into the USA elite in the 20th century (cf. 
e.g. Woodrow Wilson quote below on this page, Henry Ford etc.) in which there is 
historically - for various reasons - GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE Jewish (Zio) 
involvement. Facts are Facts, and History is History, and if you are not at the 
Reinhart Koselleck level, i.e. the TOP LEVEL of historical science, then you can 
FUCK OFF. We have no more time to waste writing about the ideas of Morons, 
Imbeciles, Dingbats, Cretins, Fucksticks and God only knows what other kind of 
Zio-Lobotomised Retard. Also, Max Weber in Economy and Society describes in 
terms of strict sociology (Science) how Jews - not all, but many, and confirmed by 



countless people from personal experience-, come together (even when playing 
"two opposing sides e.g. of politics (Neoconjobs vs. Demtards, Labour vs. 
Tories/Liberals, etc.", or when posing as "Gnostic Christians", or whatever else 
they can think of), on an in-group basis e.g. over Israel, towards out-group-to- 
them people, even though they'll also set up (or simply it "just happens" that) the 
odd Jew e.g. to be/is in favour of opening up Israel's borders, etc., etc., etc.. I've 
even seen a "Rabbi" or something "Orthodox" pretend to be a Friend of the "White 
Supremacists", whilst slipping e.g. half-way through a 2 or 3 hour interview a 
series of questions to try and get the other side to admit a certain Leader did very 
well or was "a legend", and it should be done again, so this "friend's" mob can 
"have it on tape" for future use, etc., whilst starting off the "interview" with the 
usual tell me about your childhood and all the other Retarded attempted Psycho- 
pathologising, when the guy himself is obviously a totally Evil, Satanic and 
probably psychologically totally Twisted and Fucked-Up, Smart-Arse.]] 


"Some people believe in a Jewish plot to orchestrate the great replacement 
and promote terrorism. It is worth remembering that cosmopolitanism, 
which is a Hellenic invention, has no roots in Judaism. It is certainly a fact 
that cosmopolitanism is now defended by some Jewish intellectual elites, 
but they are decadents who represent only themselves. They despise the 
community from which they come, and seem to have little sympathy for the 
Jews who fall under the blows of Muslims. 

Cosmopolitanism runs counter to the sacred texts of Judaism. The 
civilizational manifestation of the Old Testament, the Talmud, or Kabbalah 
is not cosmopolitanism, let alone bourgeois materialism. It is the sovereign 
nation, homogeneous in terms of race, and aristocratic-warlike in terms of 
values. George Soros’s “open society” is an ideal that owes nothing to 
Judaism; it owes everything to the Gnostic heresy of Christianity and the 
cosmopolitanism of Diogenes the Cynic." 


0a Kava) £yo) xt|v IlaxpiSa 
xcav Ilpoyovaw [iov 
XABOYZA TOY 



BOOPOniOHKOY £Tt£i§T|<j 
TO X££i oEATANAE!!! 

Evwo 

IATANAl £Y£i EOPAHEEI 
TA EYNOPA TOY 
ETPATOIIEAOY TOY . 0d 
Kct0o|xai prtpOGxd axo 
Xa^oKooxi Kcri 0a poo 
Xeei 6 X AT AN AX xi vd 
aK£<pxopai, mix; vd 
aK£<pxopai, yiaxi vd 
aK£<pxopai Kai xi vd 
max£oa), £Ti£i8f| to X££io 
EATANAE. oxav 6 
EATANAE axo 


ETPATOIIEAO too Kav£i 





AYETHPAI OYAETIKAI 
AIAKPIIEII KaBri^pivwq; 
Aomov, £ti£i5t|<; £ia0£ 6 X 01 
craouSaypevoi Kai ^£up£X£ 
AyyAiKa, Kai IIoAIxai xou 
Koapou - Tiavo) an' oAa - 
KoapoitoAIxai - 0a aa<; ltd) 
xi £pa>x£if| KDp' AyyeAa) 

^ j (;;;;;a;;;;;pioiJX« - Kai^Eupci aKpipw^ xiEaxava^ ecttI, 

pou t| x<*>piaxa 

ano upayro x *| 11 ■ ■ ■) 

■ 

■ 

"Are you people Normal, or 
TOTALLY FUCKED IN THE 

HEAD ?" 


Ki £yd) irpoaBexo): 


"How does your ZIO- 
LOBOTOMY 

feel today? Is it getting 

any 

better?" 

If you think about it - this 
is clear Lenin and 
Woodrow Wilson Right to 
Self-Determination of 
Racially and Ethnically- 
based NATIONS - anything 
else is the PLAN OF 
SATAN - WHY DOES NOT 
ISRAEL OP EN ITS B ORDERS 
NOW!!! TO MILLION 







BLACK AFRICANS AND OR 

MOHAMMEDANS. NOW!!! 
WE, THE PEOPLES OF THE 
WORLD, DEMAND ISRAEL 
OPENS UP ITS COUNTRY 
AND NATION TO Sl| 

(6) MILLION BLACK 
AFRICANS AND OR 
MOHAMMEDANS. NOW!!! 
YESTERDAY!!! THE DAY 
BEFORE YESTERDAY!!! 
YOU, FUCKING DISGUSTING 
ANIMALS, YOU FUCKING 
DISGUSTING ANIMALS, 
YOU FUCKING DISGUSTING 
ANIMALS, YOU FUCKING 














DISGUSTING ANIMALS, 
YOU FUCKING DISGUSTING 
ANIMALS, YOU FUCKING 
DISGUSTING ANIMALS 
(there you go, that's 
| - your turn is coming, 
ANIMALS, Han Man and or 
Hindu Man and or Ape Man 
won't put up with you 
much longer... - a century 
or two at most (I remind 
you - Retards - that in the 
History of the Han and the 
History of the Hindu and 
the History of the Ape, a 
century is next to 



NOTHING - it's about half a 
minute), and I doubt it 
very much, you'll make it 
that far, YOUFUCKING 
DISGUSTING 

ANIMALS [REMINDER: In the 
20th century, well over 100 
million, if not clearly over 
200 million INNOCENT 
PEOPLE died because of War, 
Hunger, Disease, 
Catastrophe, Political 
Violence, etc., etc., etc. - so 
what the FUCK could 6 (six) 
million people mean of a 
particular - universally seen 



as ABSOLUTELY REVOLTING 

with GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms 
of Power at Elite Level - 
group, to human beings who 
have their own hundreds of 
thousands or many millions 
to mourn (e.g. 30+ million 
Orthodox) - YOU 

fucking^^^Hani 

MALS!!! ]: 

The issue is basic and needs to be repeated consistently: 

Africa for Africans, Asia for Asians, White countries for Everyone IS White Genocide. 
Access to White people is NOT a human right: 

1. White people exist. 

2. White people have the RIGHT to exist. 

3. White people have the RIGHT to exist AS White people in White Communities and 
Nations. 







We believe: 


• that native Europeans have a right to self-determination in their own homelands 

• that native Europeans have a right to control who they allow into their countries 

• that native Europeans have a right to remain the vast majority in their homelands in 
perpetuity 

• that globalisation represents an attack on all peoples 

• that the current world order serves a small elite, notthe people 

• that western governments are acting against the interests of their own people 

• that western media are acting against the interests of the masses of the people and is part 
of the same nexus of poweras the elite 

• that the entire western establishment is failing native European people 

• that there needs to be a fundamental change in global politics 

[[I wonder what Louis-Ferdinand 
Celine the writer saw and understood, 
that made him "GO MAD"!!! 
HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHA!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

WHETHER YOU LIKE IT OR NOT, SATAN, 
FACTS ARE FACTS ARE FACTS, AND MEN 
ARE MEN ARE MEN, AND REAL MEN WILL 
COME AFTER YOU AGAIN ONE DAY 
BECAUSE YOU HAVE OVER-DONE IT, YOU 
HAVE NO SENSE OF PROPORTION AND 
SYMMETRY, YOU ARE THE EMBODIMENT 
OF TOTAL HUBRIS,... AND YOU WILL GET 
WHAT YOU DESERVE...]] 





Images like this can be seen all over Asia 
-1 lived and travelled in Asia in my youth 
for two years. Personally, I love the 
Buddha and Buddhism even though I am 
not a Buddhist. I think that it is 
absolutely beautiful art - in part 
influenced by Greek sculpture - and if 
you don't like it, FUCK YOU!!! THE 
WORLD DOES NOT REVOLVE 
AROUND YOU. BUT ONLY IN YOUR 
PATHETIC LOBOTOMISED HEADS - 
OTHER PEOPLES HAVE THEIR OWN 
CULTURES, HISTORIES (GOING BACK 
HUNDREDS, AND, THOUSANDS OF 
YEARS), MYTHS AND THEIR OWN 
INTERPRETATIONS OF THEIR OWN 
SYMBOLS (WHETHER THEY ARE ALSO 
USED BY OTHERS OR NOT) - SO FUCK 
YOU, ANIMALS! YOU FILTHY, 
DISGUSTING ANIMALS!!!: 




This Dalai Lama is WOKE - BIG TIMEl He’d make a much better Pope than the 

current "P??o-POPE". 


France24 : The Tibetan spiritual leader, the Dalai Lama, said Wednesday that 
“Europe belongs to the Europeans” and that refugees should return to their 
native countries to rebuild them. Speaking at a conference in Sweden’s third- 





















largest city of Malmo, home to a large immigrant population, the Dalai Lama — who 
won the Nobel Peace Prize in 1989 — said Europe was “morally responsible” for 
helping “a refugee really facing danger against their life”.“Receive them, help them, 
educate them... but ultimately they should develop their own country,” said the 83- 
year-old Tibetan who fled the capital Lhasa in fear of his life after China poured 
troops into the region to crush an uprising. “I think Europe belongs to the 
Europeans,” he said, adding they should make clear to refugees that “they 
ultimately should rebuild their own country”. Revered by millions of Buddhists 
around the world, and regarded by his many supporters as a visionary in the vein of 
Mahatma Gandhi and Martin Luther King, the Dalai Lama was speaking three days 
after the far-right [[sic! it's barely centre-left!!!!]] populist party Sweden Democrats 
made gains in the country’s general election on Sunday. The anti-immigration party 
came in third, behind Prime Minister Stefan Lofven’s Social Democrats and the 
opposition conservative Moderates in the Nordic nation which in 2015 took in the 

highest number of asylum seekers per capita in Europe. 

[[Aust???ian Politics: ?.L. pretends he's "Aust???ian" having "Become a Billionaire" 
because "Contacts" made sure he became "a Billionaire", whilst sending Tax- 
Deductible Millions to a Fo???gn Ar?y and "His Story" is Front Page on the ?ge 
along with his Fellow Tribesman ?.F. (Choice 4) who is Preferred Choice and 
Chosen, since choice 1 was knocked out, and choice 2 was knocked out by 
"Australians" because choice 2 leaned way too far towards real love of Australia 
and the Australian People - i.e. the Racial-Ethnological Australian Core from 
Britain and Ireland, leaving current choice 3 who is not "Chosen". Because if the 
Country does not continue being De-Australianised, then "We the People" who 
"Just Happen" to GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY be people of a certain group 
"involved" at elite level, won't be able to Keep On making Increasing Profits Year- 
in-Year-Out Because the Meaning of Life is MONEY, and the Satanic Circus Monkey 

Compound MUST HAVE SHUT BORDERS.]] 


[["Oao KaL va dyandpE xov Kovxoyuopyr|, cya) L8iax£pa><; xov Ayand) napa noAu 
Sioxi Eipai Aeuk&Sixx; adipaxi xe KaL ijmxfi KavyKOupo, Kal napoAo nou pa<; 

SiSaaKEixoaa noAAd, PEAAIITIKilE Sev tnidpx£i TTEpuixaiau; va (Ipoiiv oi 
"EAAt|V£<; xo vfjpa duo xo 1800 Sioxi diiXd)<; ekotit], Kal povov Evav Kivripa 
EcpapiAAo xoii 1909 non 0a tpspEi Evav Bevi^eXov £lvaif| povr| eAttu;, aXXa loom; 
adxfjv xf|v (popav, un£p 'Pa>aaia<; (lSlom; av auppaxpari dvxwq Kai paKpoxpovioM; 
p£xa Klva<; Evavxiov xoii «£axava»). Kai auxo opux; Sev Eivai'PEaAiaxiKo, apays 
TEAEIilEAME. AAAd dv Kai TEAEIOEAME, npEiuEi vd nAAEVOYME (Kai evxo<; 
apEpiKavLKO-vaxoiKoii TiAaiaiou), psxpiS Eaxaxwv KainEOANOYME.]] 


[[AND NO, I WOULD NEVER POST ANY IMAGES IN SUPPORT OF FASCISM, 
NATIONAL SOCIALISM OR COMMUNISM - NOBODY IN THEIR RIGHT MIND WANTS 
A (COMPARATIVELY) (MORE) DICTATORIAL REGIME, BUT SCIENTIFIC 
OBSERVATION TRIES TO UNDERSTAND WHY THEY CAME AND COME ABOUT IN 


RELATION TO THEIR TIME AND PLACE, CONCRETE SITUATION, CONCRETE 
RELATIONS AND INTERACTIONS OF POWER, AND WHEN SCIENCE DOES THAT, 
THINGS ARE DEFINITELY NOT AS "BLACK AND WHITE" AS MANY, IF NOT MOST, 
WANT US TO BELIEVE. EVERYBODY "HAS THEIR REASONS" - AND SO TOO DO 
REGIMES... AND BOTH QUESTIONS OF POWER AND IDENTITY ARE ALWAYS 
CENTRAL TO UNDERSTANDING ALL HUMAN RELATIONS - YOU CANNOT GET OUT 
OF THEM... THOUGH THERE NEEDS TO BE MUCH MORE EXPLANATION THAN JUST 
SAYING ITS ALL ABOUT "POWER" AND "IDENTITY"... AT THE HISTORICAL- 
SOCIOLOGICAL LEVEL OF ANALYSIS...]] 

[[This article is a whole lot of FUN, and raises issues worth seriously considering, 
whether we agree with all of the article, (a large or medium or small) part of the 
article, or nearly nothing in the article (though I would say there is a lot more in 
the article which is correct - factually and logically - than "nearly 
nothing"): https://www.eurocanadian.ca/2018/09/manifesto-of-aspiring- 
fascist.html#more?temp-new-window-replacement=true1 ] 

[[I named a number of Scientists involved more on the biology side of things as in 
"sociobiology" on this Site's "Translator's Page", and the website American 
Renaissance is a good resource for finding out about such thinkers at a plain 
English introductory level... Remember The Political and Man rips into Ideology in 
terms of sociologism pretending to be sociology and exposes the weaknesses in 
Great Thinkers and Great Sociologists like Weber, Durkheim, Simmel and Pareto, 
et al.. Whilst P.K. avoids the question of "sociobiology", he definitely leaves 
enough space "open" for that field to be investigated and to see what aspects of it 
and to what extent it fits within his social-ontological framework. Readers - if 
interested - can also check out Dr. Frank Salter's website 
fhttp://socialtechnologies.com.au/?temp-new-window-replacement=true] and 

make up their own minds. Science, if it is to be a real scientific observation of 
human affairs, is not afraid of investigating all matters and all positions - whether 
ideological and or whether (also) making claims regarding empirical truth. What 
the politicians and ideologues do with such findings - and the state/government - 

is another matter altogether.]] 


Since Satan Has You bv the BALLS (or: 

what a rare - almost unique - "night on 

the town" can tell vou if vou observe 








both faces in motion and faces on 

billboards! 

Since Satan Has You by the BALLS and 
there is no realistic (and peaceful) Way 
OUT, then you need to understand the 
Full Implications of both Weber and 
Sombart along with Lenin (see Theory of 
War - Summary Notes when available) 
and his two National Liberationist 
Primary Students: Stalin and Mao. What 
all this means is that After the Fall of 
Romania = Rome = Eastern Rome = 
Latino-Hellenism, and via the 
Ascendancy of the Papacy, but especially 
as a Particularly Vicious Parasitical Flea- 
Vulture Usur(i)ous Cancer in capitalistic 
Protestantism and European (Anglo- 
Franco) Bourgeois-Industrial 
Nationalism-Imperialism and then in 
Zio-Hedonistic/FeminoFaggot-USA, the 
whole world eventually became 
Monetised to the point where the White 
World is on an Unstoppable Path of Self- 
Devourment through massified- 



atomised Otherisation, Negrifi cation, 
Full-Spectrum Zio-Lobotomisation, Zio- 
BrainWashing and Advanced- 
Degenerative Zio-Retardism, 
Universalised Dumbing Down and 
Apeification or Brazilification on 
Steroids (who were GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY the Leading 
Players in the "civil rights movement" 
and the 1965 Immigration and 
Nationality Act again? Not to mention... - 
we've said it so many times already, you 
can fill in the... yourselves), and even if 
the "far Right" or "white 
nationalists"/"white identitarians" Get 
Going, a) it's probably already far too 
late, and b) they have no choice but to 
Collaborate with the Devil (i.e. that Part 
of Satan's Representatives which 
Realises that if the West finally Goes, the 
Compound or Bunker is Gone TOO, and 
that is why you have this Schism already 
on the "far Right" between the 
"Puritans" and the "Machiavellians"). 



Hence, one has a Frightful World 
Situation Today in which Auto- or Self- 
Genocide is Presented as "Anti-Racism" 
and North Korea - which can be a 
horrendous regime to live under if you 
have to work and or starve to Death - is 
one of the Few Places of LIBERATION. In 
other words: the ONLY PATH to 
LIBERATION is through Mao's GREAT 
BALLS OF FIRE (to quote Monty Python), 
which is a variation on Stalin's Socialism 
in One Country (and a Rejection of the 
Bronstein-Zio Lobotomy of Utopian 
Internationalism) - as inspired by that 
Most Cunning, in fact SUPREME, Usurper 
of Power, Vladimir Ilyich (Ulyanov) 
Lenin. And that cannot be GOOD if one 
has an overall Cultural Appreciation of 
the West which is now already - macro- 
historically seen - Totally and Fully and 
Absolutely DEAD. So Let's SAY what 
remains of the West Today does a 
Sensible Balancing of World Powers with 
China, India, Russia, Japan, Turkey, Iran, 



etc. in BLOCS of some kind or another, 
and Satan's Zio-Protestant- 
Papist/Secular Main Representatives 
Adjust to that Reality - as much as they 
don't want to -, STILL the Demographic 
and Collective Consciousness Realities 
are Such that it is extremely Doubtful 
anything distinctively Western will be in 
existence by 2100, let alone 2200. SO - 
Han Man (and or Hindu Man ?) and or 
Ape Man and or ??? - it's up to you, to do, 
what you can and or have to - DO. 


If a Representative of SATAN ever stopped 
me in the Street to raise Objection to my 
Lines of Argument, I would say to IT: 

"Look Here, you DISGUSTING ANIMAL! 
Han Man (and or Hindu Man ?) and or 
Ape Man or ??? are going to Deal 
with YOU . It's just a matter of TIME . And 
for the Rest of the Term of My Natural 
Life, I have NO Time for YOU because I 



have from Homer to Elytis to Deal with 
in the Greatest Language and Literature 
EVER MADE and KNOWN in the WHOLE 
HISTORY OF MAN AND APE. SO, FUCK 
OFF, YOU DISGUSTING ANIMAL'."" 


Your Power 

Your Power. You want to Keep and or 
Increase. Your Power. I want to Restrict 
and or Take. SO, WHEN YOU TALK TO 
ME, CUT THE FUCKING BULLSHIT. 


My Lang ua g e 

'H rXwaaa [lov, f| Kap5ia 

£|AO\), 

'H 8ikt| |iou 


Elvaif| 'EAAt|viKf| 

Elvaif| IlaxpiSa poo 

To 8iko poo "E0vo<; 

'H 8ikt| pa<; OoAt|. 

'H yAxoaaa poo £ivai 6 

"Opripoq 

'0 Ka^avx^aicrp; 

'H papa poo 

Olf|pd)v yiayia8£<; x£ Kai 

IlaTntooAx|8£<; 

Kai aoxf| xoo 
XaA.KOKOv8oXoo 

Kai aoxf| xoo 0£ioo poo 



Too Otaaaxoo 

XapTOTiaiXTT| 

«T^oya86poo npa>TT|<; 
KXctaar|<;» 

Iloi) £Tiai?£ to Xapxi ttoo 

M£ 'E<poAaKia£ £iq xa E£va 

KaxaSiKO axf| E£vix£ia. 

'H yXa>aaa poo £ivai 'EAAaq 

'Ayy£Ao<; XiK£Xiavo<; 

Ilaxpiq 0pr|aK£ia 
OiKoy£V£ia 

Too OiAtimoo f| 
MaK£8ovia 



'H MaKsSovia Toi3 
AA£^av8pou 

AtioXvtti 'EA£V0£pia 

’Amaoxrj Aevrspux! 


n«vopop(pr| 'EKKXrjaia. 


[[That was my language. You are very 
fortunate, if matters of Science interest 
you, because I’ve had to put myself 
through HELL to write to you.]] 

(English Version: I am Famous because 
Homer is Famous/I have already 
won THE AWARD and 7WEPRIZE - and 
not because Georgios and Odysseas 
"won awards and prizes"/I have an 
Identity because I have Ancestors and 
handed-down Culture/Macedonia is 
Hellenic, Greece is Macedonia/I have a 
Home because I have an Ekklesia/pm^ 

off, Barbarian 1 DIE, 



SA TAN'J 

is ultimately a question and matter of Power because all Identity is a question and 
matter of Power, ultimately (a significant part of the German-Austrian elite might 
want Skopje/FYROM to be named "Macedonia" so that the whole of the region can 
be broken away from Hellenism, with the USA not particularly concerned one way 
or another, but Germany to this day (2018) is ultimately militarily still under the 
USA... So, unless you're Good Enough and Strong Enough to Defend Your Territory 
Yourself - and in Cyprus we Obviously Weren't because we just "stood by" and 
Watched Satan Give the Nod in favour of the Mongol-Turkic Barbarian-Animal, 
you're FUCKED, and then you become the Animal NO Animal Respects.]] 


Don't vou Dare. You Disgusting Animal 

Don't you Dare, You Disgusting Animal 
Talk to Me if you want to Try on Me your 
Satanic Hocus Pocus Linguistic Mumbo 
Jumbo High Verbal IQ Nonsense Twisting 
of Logic and Facts. You might be able to 
Kill me, but back when My Tribe was 
Stronger, I could have Killed you too, 
Easily. However, whatever happens, 
you'll never be able to Control My 
Thought. My Spirit is Clean and Pure and 



My Tribe's. My Tribe's History is Me and 
I am My Tribe and We Rule Our World 
Forever. 


Bps aixap£p£ SATANA! 0a rtai^£i<; ki eav 
xov poAov ctov va p£ ^epi^warp; £p£va 
iva KUKXoqjoprjao) EIT2 eiq xf|v aAAr|v 
aKpr^v too Koapou pa^i pe to Xpfjpa 
aou, Kai 0a xauo> Erfl xf|v euKaipia va 
y£vvr|0a) Kai va ptyaXaiCTO) eiq xfiv 
Ilaxpi8av poo, axo Xwpiov £pov, axfiv 
Nfjao poo,... Kai Twpa nXvppr|pi^£i<; xov 
Tottov pov p£ BoOponiOrjKooq EictPoAeu; 
(5£v £vvo£t ovSe'u; xa rtaiSia rj xoix; 
£VT|AlK£^ i)lO0£Tt|p£VOU^ 
dTr6/TTavxp£p£vov<; p£ "EAArivaq, rj 
aAAiajq £^£AAr)viap£vovq Kai 
£vxayp£vouq £iq xov £AAt|viap6v, 


SIXAMOAnOBPASMA 
E0NOMHAENISTH!), Kai Ecto 



KDPAriZEIS TA SYNOPA SOY Kai pov 
irax; va aK£<pxopai ryco, xl va 
aiaOavopai £Y<*>; Ki ol IIovaxT|5£<; ol 
’E0vopr|5£viCTX£<;, ol apKax; 
Aopoxopr|p£voi Eaxaviaxal, va 
Kaxaaxp£<povv xa ndvxa 
npoaKUvaivxaq £a£va xov Eaxavav, ki 6 
MaXctKaq 6 «A£;;o<; Ka0;;;xt|<;» ttov po<pa 
xov IIovxctov aov aav xov IIovaxT]v 
acpov avxo £ivai, xo Movov itov £X£i va 
itfi 8ia xfjv EOvikt) pa<; 'Eopxf) £ivai oxi 
KaxaYY^^i xov Tfpov - xov 0EO xov 
"EOvovq HMON, xov "EOvovq xdiv 
EAAr|va)v - Kai xa itpax0£vxa xov, a 
r|aav diroAvxax; awaxa Kai 
8iKaioXoYt|p£va, paAiaxa OP0OTATA, 
axf)v TpmoXixaa, £<p6aov itdvxa 
vitoaxnpi^av oi Saxaviaxai xovq 
TovpKoIl£pCToBapPaponi0iiKOvq 
KaxaKxr|xd<;, Kai Tidvxa £la£irpaxxav 
xokov<; duo TOKOrAYOIAN £iq papoc; 
xov Xaov paq; ETO AIABOAO, 
BO0POSIXAMA!!! VOOOS, 



AKA0APMA!!! THN KATAPA MOY, KAI 
VOOOZM! 

[["The goal is the “Lebanonization” all of countries that could potentially threaten Israel. 
This concept came from Dr. Bernard Lewis of Princeton University. He wrote an article 
in Foreign Affairs entitled, Rethinking the Middle East. 

“A possibility, which could even be precipitated by Islamic fundamentalism, is what has 
late been fashionable to call ‘Lebanonization.’ Most of the states of the Middle East— 
Egypt is an obvious exception—are of recent and artificial construction and are 
vulnerable to such a process. If the central power is sufficiently weakened, there is no 
real civil society to hold the polity together, no real sense of common identity.... The state 
then disintegrates—as happened in Lebanon—into a chaos of squabbling, feuding, 
fighting sects, tribes, regions, and parties.” 

[[Read the article here: https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/middle- 
east/1992-09-01/rethinking-middle-east?temp-new-window-replacement=true . If 

you read between the lines and know exactly what the "Prof.'s" goal always 
was, and know which country got involved in which conflicts and wars 
whilst pretending that they "did not", and what "democracy" and "freedom" 
mean,... etc., etc., etc.,...]] 

Also see Operation Clean Break: A New Strategy for Securing the Realm and Rebuilding 
America’s Defenses from PNAC."]] 

[[ H Kup£pvt|ai<; xou Eaxava - poii 
(paivexai - oxi ek xa>v £v8ov ou Svvaxai 
va Il£ar| napct povov ano xa £^a), 6 
ar)pcuv£i oxi oXr) f) Auau; Kaxapp££i 
pa^i Tip; eox; xo 2100 nephron (ai 
Ilpo<pr|X£iai ctuxv&ku; aaxoxouv)...]] 

[[I've heard this explanation online too: 
that the military-industrial complex 
floods Western countries with 
Musulmans to create states of anomic 
violence, terrorism and in the future, 
war, so that it can keep on selling 




weapons, surveillance-security systems, 
etc.. It could well be a real by-product or 
concomitant of Satan's Scheme to Rule 
the World as "One World", but I find it 
very hard to believe it can be a sole 
Primary Reason. There are always 
Spaces, there are always Groups (of 
individuals), and there are always 
relative and absolute levels of Wealth. 
That's how you always Start a proper 
geopolitical and international 
affairs/relations analysis, as well as 
always examining relations of Power 
(correlations of forces) and relations 
between (group and individual) 
Identities, which also apply to intra¬ 
society relations, internally, 
domestically. And then matters get more 
complicated, because one needs to do 
the specific analyses of concrete 
situations...]] 

[[Xpr]aipouoifjaax£ ottoicm; Ae^eu; 

OeAexe Kai youaxapEXE (auptpwva p£ 
xov Nopov PePcuox;, p£pcuax;).''Ev 



itpaypa ^eupoi): pe itovaxT| 8 £<;, Aeapieq, 
ava>p&A.oi)<;, KaA. 0 TT£paaaKii 8 £<;, 
pTiaxaXdKr| 8 £^, KpaxiKoSiaixoix;, 
EiapoXEiq, MouxapExoApaiioAaidxaq, 
Kai toim; Aomoix; EaxavaSfiq xfjq 
(ctp£piKavo-CTia)viCTXiKfj<; Ttptoxiaxax; x£ 
Kai an pax; SuaavaAoyaN;) Aopoxopfjq, 
8 t|Xa 8 r| I p£ xo oAov xatpKO - Kaix<»>pi<; 
Epyaaia, 8 ov>A£ia, TTapayaiyrj, E^aywya^, 
axsSiaapo, x£KvonmT]aiv, 
£Ttav£AAriviap 6 v, <pi3Aa^iv auvopaiv Kai 
avXXoyiKfjq xauxoxrixoq,... AEN YIIAPXEI 
AnOAYTfll KANENA MEAAON AIA THN 
EAAAAAN KAI TON EAAHNISMON. Avxo 
pfjx£ Apiaxfipo, pfjx£ Ae^IO, pf|X£ 
KEvxpdio £ivai. Eivai cntAaiq 0£pa 
SvAAoyiKfjq Empia)a£a)q - Kai xtnoxa 
aAAo. Kaxa xa aXka, auv£xia£X£ p£ xf| 
8 iapdxti p£xa^i) «KaAou Kai KaKou ax; 
Apiaxfpaq Kai A£^iaq», Kai Ttpiv ^ava 
avoi^£X£ xa oppaxia oa<;, Ti:£0av£ t) 
VaipOKOiaxaiva, £^a<paviaxr|K£f| 
EAAaSa. H Kiva, xo 'IapafjA, f| Iaitama, 
ai HIIA, f) 'Poiaaia, f| IloXaivia, t) 



Ovyyapia, f| Kopia, f| IvSia, f| Ilepaia, f| 
Bpa^iAta,... - £kto<j itEpiuxtoaEOM; 
TtvpriviKov "itoAipov - 0ct imdpxovv. 
Avxo Eivai SirOYPflTATO.]] 

[[Iloioq 8£v OeXei TTpaypaxiKTjv (AaiKT|v) 
St|poKpaxiav, Kovxoyia>pyiKT|v rj 
Kapapit£AiaKr|v, k.o.k.; To 0£pa £ivaixi 
ax£oi<; £xow avxa pi xt|v 
npaypaxiKoxrixav; 'H oAt| iaxopia, Sf| f) 
oAr) laxopiKt) TxpaypaxiKoxri^, 
avaS£iKvu£i riY£xa<; Kaif|y£pova<; (p£ 
xca; f|Y£xiKd<; xovq opaSaq), oi ttove xo 
"E0vo<; xov<;, xo T£voq xovq, xo Kpaxo<; 
xovq, xf|v IloAiv xovq, xf|v <I>vArj xovq £V 
pfjpa mo pTipoaxa £i<; xf)v paxnv 
£iupia)a£a)q. npaixa apx^oup£v 
aatpaAcoc; p£ xo yEamoAixiKO nAalaio p£ 
P&ctiv xov anoAvxov pEaXiapov. "Eit£ixa 
Xpfj 'Hy£xov va airoaTidm] o,xi xo 
KaAvx£po Svvaxov 8ia xf)v 
CTvAAoyiKoxrixdv xov Kai va £p7iv£Vor| 
xo p£yaAvx£po p£poq xov Aaov xov va 
xov aKoAov0r|or| Kai va 8paor| V7i£p xfjq 
ovAAoyiKoxiixoq xov. '0 KaitoSiaxpiaq 



Sev upoXaPs (apayE, oirax; (paivsxai 
SiaxpoviKaiq iaapE crqpEpov, t) pwaaiKti 

KOCTEU0UVCTIV SEV £X £l P^OtAlCTTLKaq 
£Am8a<;). 'O Bevi^eXo<; EKapvE ttoAAoc, 
aXka kccL pepiKtt IKATA. Oi EitEixa; 
ndvxa xo CTTiouSato ottou Koixd^Eix; 
axov Koapov YivExai ixp' lyysaiav 
5uvaxr|v, SuvapiKrjv, dTi:ox£A.£CTpaxiKrjv, 
aax£T ax; TioXixEijpaxoq. Atto xov 
riEpiKXEa ax; xov pirappira poo xov Xo, 
dvdAoya p£ xaq auv0r|Ka<; Kai xa<; 

TTEplTTXUXTEKJ KOI XOV CTUa/EXiapOV 

5/Auvap£a)v. Aev dirdpxti aAAri 6 Sot;. 
Aev i)7idpx£i ev xrj itpa^Ei dAAr) EmAoyrj. 
Ta imoAouta Eivai (iopaiai Eiri xdpxov fj 
Kai Tipotpopucai doKr|a£i(; vor|xai xe Kai 
0£O)prixiKai iva TtEpvapE xov Xpovov 
f|pd)v. Tiitoxe aAAo.]] (To m0ava)X£po 
Sux xrjv EAAaSav sivai oxi dirAw^ 0a 
auvEX^H va tuttxei eu; xfjv Kaxaxa^iv 
TWV E0VOOV EV xfi TlAaVIlXlKfj ETTOXfj, 
dtpoO S£V TTpOKOTTXEl aito Kanoio 
IIoXixiko Koppa (EXEyxopEva ovxax; fj 
aAAax; aito np£CTP£ia<;) fj xov Expaxov, 6 



KaT&AAr|Ao<; f|Y£|Aiov-aioxrjp... 6 
XaXKOKov5i3Ar|<; a<pr|CT£ va £vvot|0fj oxi 6 
Xao<; §£v r|xo 8iax£0£ipivo<; va Kdpvr] 
0uata<;, t) eX'ix = EKATA = apay£: it£<j£, 
n£CT£, n£a£, im:oxa>pTia£, SiaAoaou, 
Koiprjaou,... EvOavaaia-aiJxoKxovla, Kai 
ctKpip&q auxo <palv£xai va aupPaivt]... 
^ovyKXa- pTtdxaXo-y£viK£v p£vr| 
AOBOTOMH «§£v papi£aai»... paicdpi va 
Kapvoup£v AaOoq.) [[’Av imdpxouv veoi 
nod 0£Xouv va SoKipdaouv plav 
aAAayf|v TttevaEax; xfjq x^P 0 ^ Paa£i xfj<; 
KlVtlXOTlOUlCTEax; XOV Aaov £^(i) duo xo 
aamo KoppaxiKO Kax£axr|p£vo, Kai xo 
Kaxa<p£povv, xox£q 0a £ivai oit]p(ji)£q 
xov 2021 fj 2041 (5£VTj|XJtop£Tva yivt] 
apyox£pa SioxifjSri 0a £ivai apya) - 
aXka 0a itprirn va svwaovv oAov xov 
Aaov, Kai xa -nxpiaCTOXEpa TtaiSia noi) 
xeivovv upoq xa cncpa (ano 
£0vopr|5£viaxdq a><; £0viKiaxaq) - Kaxi 
itapa, irapa, itapa itoA.i> SuokoAo - av oxi 
av£ipiKxo. To m0ava)X£po £ivai oxi 
OTioia8r|TTOX£ aAAayfi nXEuaEax; £v 



EAAaSi 0<x ixiropeari va ylvri SioTifjSri 
eXEiyivu eu; aAAa<; aripavxiKdq Svxucdq 
X<*>pa<; irpaixa. 0 evxovo<; IUOiiKiapoq 
xov pEaov "EAAr|vo<; xaq teAeutcuck; 
8£Ka£xlaq xov £X£i KaxaCTxr|CT£i Aiav 
EmppETtfj £iq xov IIiOrjKiafidv. (’Ev 
xovxoiq, Kano 8ev kocvei va yivExai 
Kairoia iipoExoipaaia, pitaq icai <pavfj 
kcitioxe xpiiaipo<;... )■■■]] [['Eyd) pp^a) 
itoAv aaxnpa xovq £0vopt|8£viaxd<;, 
Eivai dArj0£ia. A ev Eipai opa>c; 

TioAixiKoq. "Ottoioc -iioAixEVExai (ioc 
'EAAriv £yei KaOr j icov va Evioaq oAov xov 

Aaov. duo xov<; aicpau>v<; 
£0vopri8£viaxd<; (xt|v paaiv xa>v 
ANTIOA Kai El A, Aoyov xdpiv) ax; xoix; 
aKpaovc; £0viKiaxaq (xf|v paaiv xfjq 
Xpuarjq Auyfjq, n.x., k.Aji.). Avxo sivaixo 
Ka0f|KOV XOV, £IX£ Eivai 
TtpaYpaxonoinaipo fj oxi- To prjvvpd 
xov TtpEiTEi va Eivai evouoitixiko. Eic 
xr|v TiAavr|xiKr]v £TToyr]v xoov pggiKaw 

p£xaKivrja£a)v TiAijOvapaiv Kai xoov <vc 

a<po8pfa)xdxa)v avyKpovasaw 








r ttivw v 111 * aai, i uiji i 

YIIAPXOYN KA0OAOY IIEPI0OPIA AI' 

EM<DYAION PHTOPIKHN KAI 


IIOAITIKHN H AI' EMOYAION. AN TINH 

SANA EMOYAIOE. AYTO ElfOYPA 0A 

EINAI TO OPIETIKO TEAOE TON 

r 

»■]] 

ENAnOMEINANTON «EAAHNON 


I Feel A Need to Say Again: 

I Feel A Need to Say Again that just 
because someone's political programme 
and normative preferences are in part, 
or to a great extent, contrary to mine, it 
does not mean that their correct 
observations and correct analyses are 
incorrect. What is Correct is CORRECT. SO 
EVEN IF Werner Conze and Reinhart 
Koselleck had killed both my 
Grandfathers (Enupi^oiv, BaatAeux;), 










Personally, and were responsible for the 
Impoverishment, Illness and Slow Death 
of one of my Grandmothers (EuaxaSia), 
Personally, and for the Destruction of My 
Ancestors' Country and My Exile and 
Condemnation to a Life in HELL, 
Personally, it would have absolutely 
nothing to do with the fact that one is 
one of the greatest historians of the 20th 
century, and the other is TEACHER to 
one of the greatest historians of the 20th 
century, as well as to THE GREATEST 
THINKER IN THE SOCIAL SCIENCES EVER . 
What this also means is that the Literary 
Persona of this Site would never 
ever EVER advocate the Mass 
Deportation of a Whole People from a 
country if they were prepared to comply 
with the Territorial-Racial-Ethnological- 
Cultural Dominance of the Indigenous 
Historical Group - even though it is 
understood why certain political forces 
would advocate such a programme given 
the GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 



FORMS OF POWER ACCUMULATED IN 
THE HANDS OF THE ELITES OF A 
PARTICULAR GROUP BASED ON 
PRIMITIVE SECRET SOCIETY 
NETWORKING TIGHTLY CONNECTED TO 
BANKING, HIGH FINANCE, BIG BUSINESS, 
BIG MONEY, ETC.,... and e.g. if a number 
of more than respectable thinkers and 
commentators say that Prof. Stephen F. 
Cohen is an outstanding scholar of 
Russia -1 would never exclude that 
possibility without having carefully 
studied his thought and work first 
(something which I unfortunately don't 
have the time to do), and 
notwithstanding all the accusations of 
"Traitor" and "Stooge" and "Leftist Anti- 
Anti-Communist", etc.. In any event, 

P.K.'s writings show that what 
someone's worth to Science is, 

HAS ABSOLUTELY NOTHING TO DO WITH 
THEIR ORIGIN, RELIGION, PROCLIVITIES, 
SEXUALITY, ETHNIC GROUP, 
CHARACTER, LOOKS, SKIN COLOUR, 


PREJUDICES, RACE, SEX, LIKES, DISLIKES, 
FETISHES, QUIRKS, HAIRSTYLE, SEX- 
DRIVE, PSYCHOLOGY, IDENTITY, 
GROUP(S),... BUT WITH WHETHER THE 
SPECIFIC ANALYSIS OF THEIRS AT HAND 
STANDS UP TO EMPIRICAL AND LOGICAL 
SCRUTINY. AND THAT IS THAT! 


P.K. S OEUVRE IN 
TOTO WITH ALL ITS 
IMPLICATIONS TOTALLY 
FLESHED 0U7WOULD BE 
IMPERMISSIBLE FOR 
ANYTHING BUT THE 
LOWEST LEVELS OF 
CIRCULATION - AT MOST - 






IN ANY SOCIETY WHATSOE 
VER - NOT JUST IN YOURS, 

IN WHICH A 
PARTICULARLY VILE, 
REPUGNANT AND 
DISGUSTING GROUP AT 
ELITE LEVEL WIELDS 
GROSSLY 

DISPROPORTIONATE 
FORMS OF POWER - 
, RETARD! 

To £pyov too 
XocAkokov 80X00 
KOKXO(pop£l £V 'EAA&81. 
Movov CCOTO |l£Tp£l. "Av 01 
£v 'EAAaSi §£v £KTipoov 



o\3t£ xf|v iaxopia xov<;, 
oi3x£ xov £ai)xov xoix; Kai 
£XO\)v avAAoyiKO)^ 
<mo<paaia£i \ni£p 
MnaxaXoITi0r|KoBappdpo 
v, oi3x£ 6 XaXKOKOvSdXri^ 

Tixai£l, OUX£ ol £V £^opux, 

p£paia. B£paia>^ p£paia><;. 

Oq avaXiaK£xai £iq xf| 
Al£V£^lV «Apiax£pd)v- 
A£^uov» crr|p£pov f|p£pav 
ouk £X£i dvxiXr|(p0fj oxi 
rj8r| £xovp£v £ia£A0£i £u; 
xf|v 'Etioxtiv xou Kiv£^ov(, 
xov 'Iv8ov) Kai xov 



MnaxocAomBrjicov (6 
Eaxavac; Ttavxa imapxEi)- 
To «dpiax£p6^-6£^io<;» 
povov £ix£ vor|pa oxav f| 
Auau; Kop£pvoi)a£ xov 
IlXavr|XT|v Kal Eix£ va 
Kapvri AvaSiavopr|. 

Elvai av£Tiixp£XTio^ 
r|Xi0i6xr|^ va 

ditayop£i3ovxai Kai 

<ppaa£u; povov £ti£i8t|<; 
xa<; xPTI^PO'rcoiTiaav 
TioXixiKoi <pop£u; Kai 
avBpamoi, oi £Kavav KaKO 
£iq xf|v x^)pav xoo^. '0 



Aao<; ax; £vav PaOpov £X£i 
avdyKT|v ano auv0r||iaxa 
Kai piamj^iSav paaiKfjq 
av|XTi£pi(popa^. liWEXioxe 

p£ xf|v IIXr|pr| 
SaxavoAopoxopfi 
Kax£\)0vvop£vr| £K xfj<; 

Tr|A£Op&<F£<ji)<;, xfj<; 
«'EKTtai8£\JG£ax;», xa>v 
Xomd)v M.M.E., Ta (dito- 
JKoppaxa, k.o.k., fj 
«Xaip£i» mcpax; 

SvaavaXoyov 
avv£ia<popa<; Kai £mppofj<; 
arid piav a\jyK£Kpipp£vr|v 
opa8av av0 pantaw 



£5pa^0(A£VT|V £V HI1A 
(aAAa oxi povov), Kai 0a 
8oi)p£ - av ^oi)|X£ - hoij 0a 
KaxaAr|^ov|i£v. "H8r| 
<paiv£xai Ttavxov. "H8r| 
£ivai TioXi) apya. Avxa xa 
<paivop£va fjpxiaav 

pa^iK&c; irpo 21r|<; 

AitpiAXou. '0 KovxoyAou 
£^r|yo\3a£ and xf| 8£K. tov 
1950. '0 KovxoyAou. Auxoq 
6 N£0 £XAiiv 'PftMHOE 

0 EOE! 

’Ek xaiv Tipaypaxaiv 6 sAXriviapoq itavxa ettePlou SiocxiXiexeLok; Sux «IlaxpLSoq, 0pr|aK£Laq, OlKoyEV£taq» - 

_ ELXE XO EXEYE EXai, ELXE 6/1 - 

EK Tfa>V TtpCCYfl&TMV g- n o \ 

(aupnxpiAappavopxvajv ctxeoov 

6X(i)V fj £(1X0) XO)V 1T£piaaOT£p(ji)V TWV 

naXaiwv Koppovviaxwv Kai apiaxEpwv 
(£Kxoq k-x- and xfjv loixripia paq, itov 




f|xo oAiyov x'niapd^£vr|, Kal Kpaxouax 
povov to ITaxpiSa Kai 0pt|aK£ia, Kai 
avxi OiKoysvEiav, SidA.£y£ xt| 

_ ^ ^ j-, . Twpamnj SiocAe^e «o <rr|p£piv6q 

MouaiKT) Kaixo TpaYouoijJ 

£AAr|viap6q» ev \ji|jlaxT] aotpioc «(A£UKopaupoKocaxavopTiaxaAo-) I1L0 t|ko, IIoijaxT|, nouxdva» - iSofi ta 
dmoTEXEapaxa! Not xaxalp£a0£! NaxocKocpapcovEXE! Mitp&po paq! 


'Av 8£v ^£KoXAriao\)(A£v 
cxtco T&q dirAoiicdt; 
KaxriyopoTioiriaEi^ 8 iv 
\)Tidpx£i'ii£pi'rtT(ji)ai<; va 
Tipoxwpiltrn ditoXdxax; 
xinoxa! 'Ea£iq vopi^£X£ - 


Oa)axfjp£^ Tto\) £ia0£ - oxi 
£Ti£i8f|^ 6 XccXkokovSijXth; 
SlEXVGE 0£O>pr|xiKd)<; xov 
Schmitt, Xoyov x«piv, oxi 6 
£lq 8doKaXo<; xov 
Koselleck (o<; f|xo £u; 
SaaKaXo^ xov 



XaAKOKOvSviAov), auxoq 6 
«Na^i», Siv £ixs oi>8£piav 
0£a>priTiKf|v a^iav; 
Kakr\vvx*a EAAaSa! 0a 
aaq 8oi3|X£ ax 6 Mvripoauvo 
axov "AAAov Koapov! 'Tv 
^£Vpa). Avxo not) £ivai 
TipaypaxoXoyiKa)^ icaL 
XoyiKcaq aa>axov, £ivai 
aa>ax6v, £ix£ xo Tt£i 
Apiax£poq, A£^io<;, 
Koppouviaxrp;, Oaaiaxaq, 
Oxjppio^, fj 'Pwpatoq. 

(Me aXXa Aoyia, av 6 Aao<; 8ev |ul«0t| va 
Oupaxai Kai xov <J>vaaa, Kai xa 8uo 
itaiSia xrj<; Xpuarjq Airyafo /uarft 
Kai TavToypovoic . Kai 8ev paSti va xxf| 
«OXI ixkXoo, Ep<pi3Aio<;!» imo Evav 




Hy£tt|v 'Evootikov Kai 
AitOTEAEapaTiKov = Sev vndpxsi 
ovSepia eAitu; - Kai Sev 0a imap^n 
Ttoxeq. 'O ETiopEvoq EpqjvXioq dTtXd)<; 0a 
octioteXe i(j[)ot| o,ti 6Aiyr| eAitu; dcKopa 

vitdpx£iO 


[['H Xpvaf| At)yr| axov 
laxoTOiiov xr|<; £X£i 
avaq)£p0£i £u; xov 
navctYi(A)xr|v Kov8i3Xr|v 

(£tuX£kxiko><; Kai 
TtapaTtXavT|x iko) <; 
aa<paAa><;, Kai, cntaiaiax; 
Kai (ppiKxcaq KoAAa>vxa<; 
£iKovav K£(paXfj<; xoi3 
paKapixr| 8inXa axf|v 
KoppaxiKr| xoxx; 
crripaia!) £Tiav£iXrmp£va>^ 



x& x£A£vxala xpovia. Avxo 

TIOia aX£(HV (XKplpd)^ £X£l 
|A£ xf|V £KXipT|GlV Ka'l 

d^ioXoyr|aiv xov 
p£yaXvx£po\) axoxaaxoi) 

xd)V KOlVO)VlKd)V Ka'l 

dvBpamivaw £maxr||id)v 
oXa>v xd>v £Tioxa>v; Ka'l 
£ii£i8f|<; TioAAoi £v 'EAAd8i, 
Kvpiax; ol v£o>x£poi, 
teLvovv va dita^uovouv 
xf|v rXwaaav f||id)v, 
dvapaBpi^ovxaq xo 
Xv8atov aijxo L8ia)paxd)v 
Bappdpoav, 8f| xa AyyXiKa 
- £mxp£Ti£xai va £x<*> 



UTtOK£i|A£viKT| yvo>pr| av 
0 £Xa> - 0 a oa(; to tto) 
ayyAiaxi: you've all had 
full-spectrum ZIO- 
LOBOTOMIES, and you 

j i i ■. m {{Y.r.notoq6£v 

don t even know it!]] 

0a tjOeAe piav 'EAAa8av, 'EAAr|va>v, Xpiaxiavdiv - ki a<; f|aav to 10% - 
20% iwv 'EAAt|va)v aAAoy£V£i<; Kai aAAo0pr|aKOi, aAAa pi £AAt|vikt|v 
aov£i8r|aiv yvajpi^ovxaq xfiv Koppua|v iaxopiKT|v or|paaiav Kai too 
8a)8£Ka0£iapoi3 Kai xrjq 'OpOo^iaq eu; xfiv too £AAr|viapoi3 iaxopiKT|v 
Trop£iav; To adv0r|pa aKopo)V£xai £TT£i8r|q to A££i Kanma aOAia 


xoovxa aupqxoviav Ttepiitou |i£ xov aupitaxpia)Tr|v 
£pou xov spopdivov, ou f| dvapvr|ai<; itavxa \it 
yiopi^£i p£ Y-Il£pr|(pdv£iav) ToC - av Kaiy£vucd)<; 
£U(pUOU<; TtoXlTlKOU Kai 0£O)pT|XlKOi) xd)V 5l£0VO)V 
ax£O£0)v - Ap£piKavo-Iia)vioxoi) Kissinger, rj Kanoioi 
Neo-Na^iSeg Ek£i 0a KoAXrjaoupe; Eu; xa<; X£^£i^ Kai 
£i<; xa auvOrjpaxa; "Av Sev yivouv AI1TAS I1PASEII 
SflTHPlAS TOY rENOYS Kai xf|c emKpaxeiac xfjc 

'EXkaSoc (itapayaiyrj. eHayaiyec. SrmoypacpiKQ. 

auaxr|pd cpoXaHic guvopaiv. £0viKa nppypamnaxa 

£KitaiS£ua£(A>c Kai ditOTeXeapaTiKoxepac SioiKrjaecoc 

k.XuA - naXi - 0AZKEAOKOYKOYAQZTA! To nolai 
X£^£iq Kai iioia auv0rjp.axa 0a xpTiaiponoiouvxai 0a 
eivai xeAeiax;, itavxeAd)*;, £^ oAoKArjpou AEXETO oxav 
f| xd)pa d<p£XXr|viaT£i Kai SiaXu0£i TtXrjpax;! 
npoxa)pdx£ Aoutov p£ to «ELapoArj, AAXoAaxpeia, 
Avo)paXia» Si/ax; va Ttapay£T£, va £^ay£X£, va 









y£vvaT£, va pa0a(v£X£, va noXix£O£a0£, va 6ioik£it£ 
Kai va <poAaxx£X£ xa advopa, anoxeAeapaxucd)*;, Kai 
0a LSodpev oAomod dKpipa><; t| anaYopeoau; 

Kai aovOripdxajv o5r|Y£i-}} 

[[Ilapa noAd £v6ia<p£pov £ivai oxir| L8ia xod 
«£KaoYpoviapod xfjq napa86a£ax;» o/i povov ix^i 
odaiaaxucf|v axiaiv pi xf| Tevia xod '30, aXXa Kai pi: 
xfj<; £Tioxrj<; xadxrp; xo "Make it New" xoi) Ezra Pound, 
o<; f|xo cpopepoq noir|XT|<; Kai Kpixucdi; xod noAixiapod 
- 6 T. S. Eliot xov 0£O)poda£ ava)X£pov duo xov iaoxo 
xoo Kai £YO) 0a zkzya oxif|xo xooAaxiaxov i(papiAAo<; 
- aaxixax; av 8iaX£^£ xo ExpaxoneSo xoo 'IxaAucod 
d>aaiapod Kai Et|k<a)V£ xo xipi too aav 'Pajpaio 
apxalo. Ta>pa nod oi laxaviaxai Kai oi AvajpaAoi 
Kopepvodv, nape KaXdxepa; Kaviva<; 8iv Aiei va «xo 
Kavoope aav xov MooaoAivi», odx£ dpax; xa 
npaYpaxa paivoov kcc\&<; ax; ixoov. To avxi0£xo 
paAiaxa, 68£doop£v aav Edpdmr| Y£vucd)<; npo<; 
Kaxaaxpoqrrjv, £ix£ xo ixoopev aoveiSrixonoirjaei 
£IX£ OXl. ElX£ ap£a£l, £LX£ oxi, £IX£ 0a OTtdpX!] 
Iov£X£ict iXXXriviapod pdaei OiKOY£V£ia<;, 
NoiKOKOpoadvrp;, napaYa>YfK> Iopapoxr|xo<;/Apova<;, 
Kai d>oXd^£a)^ Eovopaw, £ix£ t| x&pa 0a AiaAoOfj Kai 
ano xo "AAAo Kai ano xo Eivo Kai and xo AvtdpaAo Kai 
laxavoAopoxopripivo. To xiXoYict 0axpT|niponoi£ix£ 
iaiit; iva 8i£OKoXdv£xait| iniKoivwvia npo<; xt|v 
Koivamav, £ivai Sucrj aa<; iniAoYti, Kai oddepiav 
axiaiv £X£i va Kapvr] - oaov a (pop a xa Aoyici, oxi opax; 
xt|v pa0oxipav ar|paaiav xa>v - pi adxa, a o 'Pa)pr|d<; 
o TpeXXapivo^ Kai o 'E^opYiapivo^ odxo<; yP« ( P £1 - 
(Ki av Kanoux; ai KaXiafl «d>aaiaxa» ineidrp; 
dnoaxr|pi^£iq Tivo<; Kai IIoAixiapov, xox£<; 0a xov 
KaXiaeiq 'E0vopr|8£viaxr| Kai'Yn£pixr| Hivtov 



'E 0 viKiapd)v Kai'IpTt£piaAiapd)v, Hiva)v 
Iup<p£povxa)v, f|xoi £ivai Aa)aiAoyo<; Kai Xa(pii<;... 
aXka tt&Ai, TtpoaTta 0 r|a£ va xov K£p6iarp; av pTtopfjq 
816x1 AEN UTidpxouv aXka Tt£pi 0 d)pia 6i' 
dmateiaq !...)■■■ Aiaxi f|aav 6 'Pixao<; Kai 6 BapvaArp;, 
Aoyou x^piv, Toao 'EXXr|vapd 5 £q; Aiaxi Ttdvxa 
"H^£upav oxi Kaxa Ba 0 o<; x w P L S 'E 0 voIIaxpuoxiap 6 v, 
oq £/£i Kanoiav axiaiv Kai pi: Tivoq Kai pi OdXt| - ki 
aq pt|v £ivai dnoAuxo^ povo imapxouv xa rivr| Kai 
ai <I>uAai Kai oi IloAixiapoi xd)v "AXXodv, oi AtioAuxo)^ 
liyoupa xa K£va 0 a xa KaAui|jouv,... Kai p£xa 8ia 'pa<; 

Aiv Yndpxei EnilTPOcDH. "Apay£ 0X1 SANA 
EMcDYAIOS! EN12IETE 010 MI10PEITE TON AAON - Kai 
xt|v TiX£ioi|;r|(piav xd)v aKpa)v - oao yiv£xai! Mt|v xo(3<; 
ayvo£ix£ Kai pt|v xou<; yupi^£X£ xf|v TiXaxr|v! np£Tt£i 
va Ar|(p0fj Mrjvupa'EvioxiKov ait' oAou<; (£kxo<; 
P£Paia)q aito xoix; «tioX 6 xp£AAapivou<; L8£oAoyou<;» - 
8i' adxodq 8iv imapxsi Xa)xr|pia!) AEN YI1APXEIAAAH 
EIHAOTH! 'H IIoAixikt| ovxax; £ivaixo AuaKoAd)X£po 
'ETidyy£Xpa ait' oXa - ISiok; oxav TtpoK£ixai 8ia xt|v 
Ia)xr|piav xfj<; IlaxpiSo^! 

EMIIPOI, EAAHNEX! EMIIPOI, P12MH0I!)]] 


To £V Ttpo XOO dTtOfajXOO 
x£X£oxaioo iaydxoo 



Kov8vA£lOV 'E00)X 




Kax£X £l Kal Kvp£pva 6 
Aaoq Kai 6 IIoAixiapoq gov 
"E vav Xa>pov 'EnapKO)^ iva 
£nrfj<; oxi ovxoq 6 x&po<; 
£ivaixti>po<; £AAt|vuc 6<;, Kal 
£X£i M£AAov; (Tox£<; xi a£ 
voia^£i Tioto xo Ka0£axa><;, 
Tiota xa XP^M**™ xov, Kai 
Tiotoi xo aq)£vx£VOw;) 








Ti va xf|v Kapva) xt|v 
«Ar|poKpaxiav» av p£xa 
xfj<; «Ar|poKpaxia<;» oi Neoi 
pou 8iv r£vvoi)v IlatSaq, 
8iv OvAaxxovxai xa 
Evvopa po\), Kai 
AiaAvovxai xa ndvxa; 
"Apay£, £ivai npamaxax; 
xa ripaypaxa 0£pa 
IloXix£i3paxo<;fj 0£pa 

'EmpidjaEax; Kai 
'A7iox£A£apax(ji)v; 'H 
'Iaxopia, t]v £XOvp£v - Ao|a 
aoi 6 0£oq! - MtioXiktiv, xi 
aKpipd)^ Ai5aaK£i; 

('Y7l£V0\)pi5O) oxi f| 



'EmaTrjpri 5£v npoxipa 
IIoAiT£i3paTa. Movov 
Il£piypdq)£i Kai 'E^riyel. 
IIot£<j Aiv npoxipa 

TlTtOX£<; £KTO<; and TO 
"Ovxax; "Ov AoyiKa><; 
"AiJjoyo. Ki av 6 £axava<; 
npoxa)p£i, xox£<; ki avxo 
0a axo xrfj, av £ai) Ttpanra, 
xov Eaxavav opiatic). 

£\jfj.Tilr]pa)fj.«TiKr] Eparniffic: Ei 8£<; £ai> 
£^i)Tiv&Kia itOT£q £AAr|viapov xiva vet 
undpxtl av£U 'EAArivoav Kaix<»>p'u; 

"EAArivaq; 

H ’Emoxrjprj eivai ev TleSLo 
OTiov epevvovvrai ra 

nccvra x(*>pi<; KoXArpiara 















el<; Nopovq, EOipa , 
npoKaraX^ipeu ; rj 
AopOTOfiaq. "AXXo rj 

KO IVOdVlKOHOXlTlKY! 

Apaaiq, akko rj 'Emarrjpr]. 

Ai)o Xa)piax«i duo Atio 

Xa>pi« Movoi«a|ii£voi 

S\)|llpODX£lJODV: 
'Ytt&pxouv KaxmaXaia 

Koppovvia, olKaXiJT£poi 

'TAAr|V£q. 

Ttkxpxodv KaxmaXaia 

OaaiaxctKia, ol KaAi3x£poi 

'TAAr|V£q. 



















'Yn&pxow K&TiTiaAaioL 
K£VTpd)Ol, ol KaXlJT£pOl 

''EXAt|V£^. 

Ma0£T£ va GK£Ttx£a0£ 
Ti£pav x«?opapa>v x£ Kai 
r|Xi0ioxr|X(ji>v. Alto 
'EpqniAxov, povov 6 'Oxxpo^ 
6 Laxava^ - xo 'AAAo x£ Kal 

XO S£VOV -K£p8l^£l. 

Ol Ill0T|KOl 

'0 Tipa>xo^ Ili0r|KO^ £ipai 

£ya>. 

'0 8£i3x£po^ m0T|KO<; £iaai 

iov. 



'0 xpixcxj Ili0r|Ka^ £ivai 

avxoq. 

Ti oripaivovv oXa avxa, 
Kaxa xov XaXKOKOv5i3Xr|v; 

Xripaivovv oxi av 8iv 
^£i3pei Kommoq va 
Siaxcapi^ii xov £auxo xov 
<md xov<; aAAovq 
rii0r|Kov<;, Kai 8£v iipitop£T 
va xrrj oxi £ivai "Av0pamo<; 
Kai oi aAAoi £ivai IU0 t|koi, 
xox£<; povov 6 Xaxavac; 
£X£i va £Tiaxp£AT|0fi, f|xoi, 
povov 6 Xaxavac; KEpSi^si. 



0£o<j 8£v imdpx£i dv£v 

Eaxavct. 

"Av0pamo<; 8£v imdpxsi 
av£D Ili0r|Ka. 

[[IIoio<; ctKpipax; eLx£ ?ava ypcaJ/Ei xa<; xov QoukuSLSou iaxopia<; ano xfjv apxri 
ax; xo xeAo<;; ELvamavx£Ad)<; aaxsxo xo y£yovo<; auxo;]] 


OXIAAAOE EMOYAIOE! 


'H dKoAoi)0r| TroAucpoovri «au£r|xr|aic;» tie pi 
AovSivou ev etel 2018 Eivai aaxsxoc; p£ xf|v 
TTpaypaTLKOTriTav, uttoSeecftepoc AoyiKooq 
Kai 'npaypaToAoyLKcjoq-E'niaxripoviKooc; card 
xaq TtA£iova<; f] x(A.£iaxa<; (poovac; eu; xa MME 
Kai xa nav£maxf|pia, f] pfiirooc; kpu(3el 




iroAAac; aAr|0£ia(;, ac; 6 AiapoAoc; fj 6 
Saxavac; «d'rTayopsusi»; 'Av 5ev pTtfj Ta^ic; 
ysviKooc; sv Eupdrrraiq xa aKoAou0a 0a 
(paivovxai aav a0d>a<; x a ^opap£<; ae axxcnv 
p£ auxa, a 0a TtpoKuiJjuouv xa<; Eixopevac; 
SsKaexiac;. Auxa aup(3aivouv oxav 
£TiLKpax£l f] Ao(3oxopr|, Kal Kav£va 
yEooTroAixiKo xcAaiaio, axopa Kai av op06oc; 
£TTlA£yp£VO Kai £V£pyOTTOLr|p£VO 0d 
piropEcni va paq aaxxfl 


Aiaxi, 


TtODElTS va UOU 7TELT8, TO 


'IaoafiA acDoavi^SL xa auvooa 


TOO. Kai PUTS KO)V(jl)1|j 

5iaTi£pva; Aiaxi £u; xf|v 
Kivav £mKpax£i £i<; 
£0viKiapo<;, o<; 0a £Kapv£ 


xov XtxA£p xov i5iov va 
Ti£pr|<pav£U£xai rj anAcaq 
va ^T]A£i3r| ( p ^ Sia ^ op ““ xii i Kivs ^ iKTi 

t|Y£aia, oitax; (paivovxai xa Ttpaypaxa iaap£ arjp£pa, 


^£Up£l Kcd vet TT£pip£V£l, KCCl TtOLCt £LVai TCL OplCt TO)V 

Suvdn£MVTfj(;xwpa<;Tti<;). AlCm £LC XT|V ’IvSiaV 

l 

'IvSoinffxal v£oi opyavobvovxai Kal 
Kuvr|youv Ka9r|pspLva)c xov 
B69pon[6r|Ka: Aiaxi; Aiaxi; 

Aiaxi; MfjTTO)^ T£XlK(0^ 01 

Evparnmoi 8iv £ivai 

7TOXlTUT|l£VOl, CiXXCi 

nAHPftl 

AOBOTOMHMENOI. 


xeAikock; xo Apiax£pa-A£^ia Stv eyei 
cnroAuxcoc; Kav£va ouCTiaaxiKo vor|pa dq 
xr]v ETtoyfiv, f] avoiy£xai pixpoaxa paq; Tlpiv 
rjpnopeT Kanoioq va ex 17 noXiriopov 
npooSevTiKov icai e^eXiypevov, npaixa 
npenei va exp (nyovpeijjei xpv Ta^iv, oxi 
Ttjv AiaXvaiv. ”Ot«v kxuttt i cti t] OPA 
TH£ AAH0EIAS taco? 9a dvai fi5r| itoAu 
apya. n&pa ttoAu apya. "H5r|, TEAOI. 'H 
Kup' ’AyyeXoi, f] ^£up£i ttoAu KaAuxspa alto 
'pxva xa AyyAiKa, E^yd: 



"YOU CAN'T SUGARCOAT SHIT" 


MupccPo, Kup' AyysAco! Tlpaia sKcppaaic;! 
Aura as spaBav axo xwpio aou; 



KoivoTTo[r|ar| > 











o 


o 

o 



Spvros Spvropoulos 16 ^pesTtpiv 

KaAripepa EAAHNES! H Eupamri ttou ^EpapExavExaiyiaxiraTTCHOiaTTCKpaGiGav vaxr|v 
EiioiKiaouv ps pouaouApavout;! Ol pouaouApavoi 8ev Trpoaappo^ovxai rai ouxs 

acpopoLOovovraL. 

O 24 

o • 

o A 7 idvxr|cjr| 

o • 

o Koivo 7 io[r|cjr| > 





o 

o 


AEN EIMAI 
ANTI - K0INQNIK01 
EIMAI 

ANTI - HAIBIOE 


lohnv sark 16 ^P £i ; 

0 MuoupEVTiEv (aAyxpivoc; apiGTEpova^iaxi^Kanou axr|v 5£i<a£xia xou 60 6x|A(joge ttox; 0a 
KaxaKxx|aox>p£ xt|v Eupamri p£ xo KaAOxxpo otiAo .xa Trai5ia av ^£p£ oxir| £upa)7xr| 0a 
KuPxpvLOxav KaL ano r|Ai0iou<; xox£ 0a x|xav 
° evteAox; aiyoupot; 3. 

o • 

o AndvTr|cjr| 

o • 

o KoivoTxo[r|cjr| > 



o 




o 


o 










prmaik 17 Mpsq-npiv 

KaAa piAapx rai p£L<; Exoot; Apn£Aonr|noo<; x0£<; (3p£0r|Ka Kara xoxo cxtie^o) ano £va 
axoAsio 200 pxxpa ano xr| Kr|(pLGLa<; axo axoAaapa. 

MaAana poo PyaLvav OAEE ol cpoAxt; xr|q yrp;! 

0 npooxoc; Axokoc; noo pnopsL KaL va pr|v r|xav EAAr|va<; Pyr|K£ P^a ano 5 Axnxa Kai r|xav 
svaq ano xooq 20 aovoAina noo £i8a. 

TeAoc;!!!! 

12 . 

• 

A7iavTr|cjr| 

KoLV 07 io[r|cjr| > 



o 


J 


manolis velentakis prmaik 15 <jpe(;tiplv 

xl Ax<^ Pp£ cpiAx;;;; xoao xpayLKa £K£L xa npapaxa yiaxi £600 noo p£va> £ya> a £va 

XoopLOoSaKL £^00 ano xo r|paKA£io 10 XLALopxxpa £ivai aAAiot; 

oxl Px^aLa oxl pxaa axo ripaKAxio £ivai KaAr|X£pa ano xr|v a0r|va 

KaL aov xrp; aAArp; £^aKoAoo0oov xa xayapLa va ipr|(pL^oov xo Oavaxo xooq KaL §£v 

Axv£ va aovxAOoov.. 

' 4. 

■ A 7 T(XVTr|OT] 


KoivoTTOir|(Tr| > 











CMUfKGf ACCEPTED 


Metal Fox manolis velentakis 6 eopec Tipiv 

Kaix^Lporepa elvocl. 

■ 1_ 

■ ATrdvxr]cjri 

■ KoivoTTo[r|<Tr| > 



prmaik manolis velentakis 10 copec Tipiv 

Aaxa rai paxaiaxriq va pr|v Eiaai yivEaai. 

■ 1_ 

■ A7iavTr)cjri 

■ KoivoTTo[r|(Tr| > 



MOPTHS prmaik 16 copec Tipiv 

0a paq Kaxamouv axo xsAot;... 

' 2 _ 

■ ATKXVTr](jri 


KoLVOTTOir|<Tr| > 















GK. MOPTH£ 13 copEC Tipiv 

0a oac, PaxEuouv xa Aa0po Kai 0a (Bp^Exx 'p a X aL P°PY a ^ T£( ; X au Y LT£ ^' "Y LaTL 
8e pat; (3a^ax£ paxaipi axo Aaipo va aac; ij;r|(piaoupe;;;;;" 

ATTdvxr]cjri 
KoLVOTio[r|(Tr| > 


w 


manolis velentakis mopthi 15 mpestiplv 

p apeoEL tuou EiaaL Kai payKat;.. 

■ 1 . 

■ ATTdvxr]cjri 

■ KoivoTTo[r|<Tr| > 



mopths manolis velentakis 10 copec Tipiv 


















Nai... ETCTI ELVaL 0 TUTTOt; pOU... 


ATrdvxr|cjri 
KoLvoTio[r|(Tr| > 




Toopa pat; exouv aT0 pctaripa.... 

A7idvxr]OTi 
KOLVOTTOir)OT| > 




XpuaaaTuc 18 Mp«; -npiv 

EpEit; tl Kavoups; rhaxEuoupE as AoYiKEt; TiaYKoapiEt; aipEt; xa)v apxaioov irpoYovoov pat; 
aup(3ax£t; p£ xr|v 

av0po)mvr| cpuar| f| Asps oxi 0 A 01 oi av0pa)7ioi ELvaL raAoi Kai aAAa TETOLa apiaxEpa 

cpAivacpripaxa; 

riaxc £K?i£YOU[i£ rjoupY£/Va;S 

A7idvxr|cjr| 

KoLVOTTo[r|ar| > 












o 


o 

o 



BLAC PIT • 20 d)p£C TTpLV 

H BPETANIA KAI 01 ArrAOAOYrPEE THE nAHPfINOYN TIE AMAPTIEE TOY 
nAPEAOONTOE THE BPETANOKHE AYTOKPATOPIAE (OnOE KAI H rAAAIA)....KAI TON 
TPEAON APIETEPON IAEOAOTHMATON KAI AOinON IAEOAHTHON nEPI 
nOAAYnOAITIEMIKnTHTAE!!!!... 

o 12. 

o • 

o AndvTr|cjr| 

o • 

o KoivoTTo[r|ar| > 


o 



A gnostos Agnostos BLAC P1T 14 d)pe<; Tipiv 

AEN EINAI ETEI. 

ME TO IAIO EKEnTIKO, 0A nPEnEI NA nAHPOEEI TH NYOH 
H AIAAOXOE THE OOfIMANIKHE AYTOKPATOPIAE TOYPKIA (EOATEE 
EKATOMMYPION, EKKAOAPIEEIE, MAZIKO EKAABEMnOPIO) 

H AYTOKPATOPIA TOY EAXEA (EHMEPINH TKANA, MAAI, NITHPAE) ME 
ATEAEIOTEE EOATEE, EKAABEMnOPIO 

H MOTTOAIKH AYTOKPATOPIA (EHMEPINH KINA) nOY KATEIXE OAH THN AEIA 
KAI TH NOTIA POEIA) 

KAI nOAAEE AAAEE MH EYPOnAIKEE AYTOKPATOPIEE 
7iou f|xav ekocxo (popet; mo piai£<;. 

AAAA nEPIEPTOE MIAAME MONO TIA TIE EYPOnAIKEE AYTOKPATOPIEE. 










EINAI AnAfiE ENA EAOPO EEIIXEIPHMA TIA NA AIAAY0EI H EYPfinH. MH TO 
ANAMAEAE. 

TO EIPOBAHMA TOYE EINAI H APIETEPH/NEOOIAEAEY0EPH 
AYTOKATAETPOOIKOTHTA rai 0 EKOOBIEMOE THE nAEIO'PHOIAE. 

AYTH H EHnTIKH MAZIKH AA0POMETANAETEYEH EniBAHOHKE AEN 

EniAEXOHKE. 

2 . 

A7idvxricjr| 

KoLVOTTOir|<Tr| > 




KpqgoTraxgpac BLAC P1T 15 d)p£<;TipLv 

Tr|v apiax£pr| axpocpri xr|<; Eupooixrn; 0a xr|v irAripoovouv yia iroAAa xpovLa oAa xa 

Kpaxr| tuou anAa aKouaav kl EKxsAxaav xiq xvxooAxt;.... 

1_ 

ATxdvxriOTi 
KoLVOTTOir|<Tr| > 




Xpugaamc BLAC PIT 18 d)p£^ Tipiv 

Uolv aooaxot;! 

2 . 

A7idvxr]OTi 


KOLVOTIOlT|(Tr| > 











o 



Koxaoc 21 MpESTipLV 

Filotime aiya pr| yopiaoope S aoxo to pix..Ao „„ irpooxri cpopa apiaxxpd upobxri (popa axt] 
^oox| poo poo nav 0a poo kovJjoov to pedpa yLa 215 €!!!!!, 0a a at; axdAoo 220 va ndpsxx xa 

oiioAoLTia ira^ipaSia ...0a xpeiaaxodv !!!! 

° 2 _ 

o • 

o A7idvxr|cjr| 

o . 

o KoivoTio[r|ar| > 


o 



Kim Yo Uno Kotoo.; 21mpe<;tiplv 

To pxdpa xivai EcpEopxari too avxixpiaxoo.. 

■ 3_ 

■ Anavxr|OT] 

■ KoLVOTiOLr|(Tr| > 













Giannis Theoharis Kim Yo Uno 13 d)pe<;upLv 

...o XpiGxot; ex £l £<p£ijp£i xiTuoxa teAikoc r| oAa xa aya0a paq xa Slvei o 

avxifiaAoq...; 

■ 1_ 

■ ATT&VTr)OT] 

■ KoivoTTo[r|(Tr| > 



o 

o 


KOTCTOC 21 MpgqTipLV 

EtielSxi xx>YX&v£i va ^oo axo ( 3 op£io UK ... 5 (jogx£ Aiyo upoaoxil y lcxt l £ivai raKa iraiSia KaL ol 
T rpox£CTxdvx£<; Kai oi KaBoAiKoL, anAa xo AovSlvo xlvcxl 17 pupia KaL Kouviouvxai, mo £^a> 

5x kouv i£xai Kavxvaq . 

° 2 _ 

o • 

o AndvTr|cjr| 

o • 

o KoivoTTo[r|ar| > 


o 



Spvros Spvropoulos -Koiaos 16 d)ps<; Tipiv 

Tl A£<; xoopa? To Mmppivxap £Lvair|5r| x«p£vo yia xoxu; Bpxxavout;. 

■ 11 


A7idvxr|OTi 













KOLVOTIOiriOT) > 




Kim Yo Uno Kotoo.; 21d)p£t;TipLv 

npoa£X£ pr|v maoxEii; Koxaot; p.ovo. 
■ 2 . 

■ An&vxr|CTr] 

■ KoivoTTo[r|(Tr| > 



Kim Yo Uno Kotpos 21 Mpeg Tipiv 

Mat; £v8ia(p£p£ir| papxupia aou.. noiot; 8ev Kouvixxai.. oiXpioxiavoiii 

pouaoxiApdvoL; 

' 2 _ 

■ A7idvxr|OTi 


KoLVOTioir|(Tr| > 













E.K 21 COpEC TIpLV 

Nd £TOL|id^ovTai irpooxoL ol ppexavoL... oopaLa xa "avoLXxa advopa" £ ;; fipatec; kcll ol 
" avoixx£q Koivoovteq"... xo xdvj;av£ xo ixapapuBi oi 5 uxlkol Aaoi, £0iap£voi axo povxxAo xxp; 
"p.o5a<;" aKoAox)0r|aav auxa ttou avanapayouv OL7Ta7TaydAoLxf|<; raxaaxpocpxiq. Eav elcjcxl 

"noAxiTioALxiapLKOc;" daoa povxxpvot; kcll kouA. 

O 5_ 

o • 

o A7idvxr|cjr| 

o • 

o KoivoTio[r|CTr| > 


o 



Kim Yo Uno iAK 21 mpe<;tiplv 

Kaxapa raxapa raxapa! Ouax PpoopxapriSxt;! 

ATidvTricjri 
KoLVOTTOir|<Tr| > 



o 



Mazerunner -EJ< 21 (ocesjiciv 

Axv (pxaiv£ ol Av 0 p(jO 7 iOL...(pxaLV£ ol AvOpamoL ttou AkoAouOouve xov ALaoAo. 
Auxol 5 lo piaoo xrn; NTFI, Ppuricouv uixr|p£X£<; aav xout; 300 xox> Euvxdypaxoc;, raL 
aAoovouv XpLaxLavLK£<; x^P £ ^ Slo xiy; BLat;. 











Av oAoi oi Aaoi aKoAou0ouaav to XPIXTO TTpaYpaxiKa, 5 ev 0a mxripxc aoxo ttou 
PAetiek; Y^poo aou. 

ASV pTUOp£L 0 Av0pa)7IO(; va £X £l 5uO a(p£VTLK(X. 

H ttuAti avoLXTTiKE Ano EMAS...nOY h'HOIEAME ANTIXPIETOYE. 

' 1_ 

■ A7idvxr|OTi 

■ KoivoTTo[r|<Tr| > 



Kim Yo Uno Mazerunner 21 copec Tipiv 

XaTaviaapxvout;.. 

ATrdvxr]cjri 
KoLVOTio[r|(Tr| > 



disqus ted 21 m P e(;tiplv 

https://www.youtube.com/wat... 

A 7 idvxr|cjr| 


Koivo7To[r|cjr| > 










o 


o 

o 



Kostrider Mits 21 Mpesupw 

ouvxopa rai axo xAAaSiaxav 
£AAt|V£<^ ypr|Yopr|T£ .,.,0a £^a(paviGxr|T£ 

° 1 . 

o • 

o AnocvTr|<xr] 

o • 

o Koivo7io[r|cjr| > 


o 



hesivyli@inboxbear.com Kostrider Mits 19 d)p£i;TipLv 

Duvxopa; xaaxaxax a X a Eau <^£i<; a£ aAAr| x<^pa paAAov. 

https://www.protothema.gr/g... 

■ 1_ 

■ ATTdvxr|cjr] 

■ KoivoTTo[r|<Tr| > 











Kostrider Mits hesivvli(a>inboxbear.com 9 copse Tipiv 

££££ A£|I£ (JUVXO|ia va ^£XVLO|J.aaT£ 


ATrdvxr]cjri 
KoLVOTio[r|(Tr| > 



Kim Yo Uno Kostrider Mits 21 copec Tipiv 

M£xavo£LT£ £px£xair| opyf| xou 0£ou! 

■ 1_ 

■ AndvTr|OT] 

■ KoivoTTo[r|(Tr| > 



Kostrider Mits Kim Yo Uno 9 d)pe<; Tipiv 

p£xavo£Lxx£ KaL £xoipaaxr|X£ £AAx|V£t^ va aiiavxr|a£X£ axout; (BapPapouq 
ottok; oi BYZANTINOI upoyovoi oa^ ,..,va pi^£X£ axt] BaAaaaa xoot; 
iaAapom0r|KOoq ofiooq oi pui^avxivoi axpaxriyoi AAEEIOE ,,.,KAI BASIAEIOS 
.,.,0 BOYArAPOKTfiNOE 


ATTdvTr)OT) 













KOLVOTTOiriOT) > 




Giannis Theoharis Kim Yo Uno 13 mpe<;tiplv 

Pe iliEUTOnaiia YLaxi 8Lacpr||iL^£L(;aT0 Nikgou xa ATM; 

A7idvxr|cjri 
KoLvoTio[r|(Tr| > 




Rodrigo Kim Yo Uno 21 copec Tipiv 

0a aaq no) |iia laxopLa fiaxsp 

AnocpEUYO) xa Msaa Ma^LKrn; Mexacpopat;. npEHEL va YvoopI^EXE oxi oi 
SaipovEc; auxva £xoov...popcpf| avBpoomvri KaLirpoairaPouv vanEpaaouv 
aiiapaxr|pr|xoL, auxva PAettoo (paivopEviKa airAout; avOpamoxx; va p.£ 
Tipoacpoovoov KaL va p£ KaAripEpL^ouv oa va p.£ ^Epoov p.£ koctiolo xpono, 
paALoxa KdfioxE apira^a Evav xexolo airo xov Yiara Kai ppovxocpaiva^a p.£ 
axEvxopEia <pa>vr| KaL eAeoc; Oeou "EnOPA TOY MATfiT! OPIAH TOY BAAA! 
MYKHTA TOY TIOTKOO! EYTXPONE OIAIETAIE! 0 AOENTHE EOY AEN 
EINAI KAI AIKOE MOY AOENTHE! ESAOANIEOY ETO ONOMA TOY 
XPIETOY KAI THE nANATIAE!' KaL o avxpat; rax£pr|K£ ramaa pivot; axr|v 

apEoooq EiiopEvri oxaori xou Msxpo. 

2 _ 

ATxdvxricrri 


KoLvoTio[r|cjr| > 













dkanelogiannis Rodrigo 13 m P s<;ti P lv 

Xaxaxa. Xxo ApoporaixEio 8ev 0a xpeiaaxd va naipv£i<; rav£va 

piao. 

■ 1 _ 

■ An&VTr|OT] 

■ KoivoTTo[r|(Tr| > 




Giannis Theoharis Rodrigo 13m P s<;ti P lv 

Xaxaxa yupvouaaxE xaivia va <pavxaaxa>! 


ATrdvxr]cjri 
KoLVOTio[r|<Tr| > 














kvnikosv2 Rodrig o 15 <jp£<;upLv 

Kax£(Br|K£ TTaviaapEvcx; yloc va aooBd ano xov xpxAapa, scrsva 

5r|Aa5f|. 

■ 1_ 

■ AndvTricjri 

■ KoivoTTo[r|(Tr| > 




Kim Yo Uno Rodrig o 21 d)p£(; Tipiv 

Eiaai as raAo Spopo! Yndpxouv KaL raxapxt; kcxi ava0spaxa! 
Mx|tu(jO(^ £K£ivx| xr|v axiYixn £LX£q 6 £l rapla aaxaviKri 5ia<pr|piar| axo 
pxxpo; 

AndvTricjri 
KoLVOTTOir|(Tr| > 




Mazerunner Rodrig o 21 d)p£^ Tipiv 

Kl £gu (3p£ A5xpcp£ xo 7iapaKav£L(; Alyo. 


A7idvxr|cjri 













KOLVOTIOiriOT) > 




Mazerunner KimYoUno 21 MpesTipiv 

H FIoAri Nlveuti 0a7id0aLV£ oAoaxepri Kaxaaxpocpri Xoyoi aTropdKpuvGric; 
KaL anoaxaGLac; ano xo 0EO. 

0 0£o<; egxeiAe xov larva yloc va xouq tipoelSotioixigsl. 

Tov aKodaavE KaL aa>0f|K£. 

To l5lo 0a (3ujbcr£L x| Av0pa)7ioxr|xa p.£ xr|v A7ioKdAoi|jx|. 

0 AvBpamoq (paLV£xaL ^£Ka0apa 6x1 aiTopaKpdvxxai ano xo 0EO. 

Ta ar|p£La xa>v KaLpoov... 

1_ 

ATxdvxricjri 
KoLvoTio[r|(Tr| > 




Mazerunner KimYoUno 21 MpexTipiv 

'Oxav 0 AvBpoonot; aiiopaKpdvxxai 5ia xoo Aoxx^ooaioxi xoo and xo 0£o 
auxoxipoopxLxaL. H opYip xo plaoc; r| raKLa, kxA £ivai METAuxamKa 
XapaKxr|piaxLKd xou 0vr|xod AvBpamou. 0 0£oq £X£l axa0£pf| Kaxaaxaar|. 
KaAot; KaL p£ AydTxr|. 


'Oxav 0 XPIETOE aou Am... 











[syob £l|ll TO (pootj TOO KOODOO- 0 aKoAooBobv £|TOL OO |TT| 7I£pi7iaTf|ar| £V Tr| 
oKOTia, aAA e^eito <poo<; Tip; ^ooriq. (Iooavv. KEcp. r| - 12)]. 

Zoo to Aeei EEKA0APA. 

Acpoo 8 ev aKoAoo0£L(; to Oooq tt|^ ^ 001 ) 9 ..,o5r|Y£Laai oto EKOTAAI. Ekei ttoo 
o5r|Yf|0r|K£ Kai 0 EIpobTOt; ATroaTarrn; rai oaoi tov aKoAoo0f|aoov. 

npOCTEKTIKO TL A£|I£ GOVETKjbq. 

3. 

ATxdvxricrri 
KoLVOTio[r|<Tr| > 




Kim Yo Uno Mazerunner 21 copse Tipiv 

'OAa 0a tucxve raAa! Me cpax; aAr|0ivo! 

■ 2 . 

■ A7idvxr|cjri 

■ KoLVOTiOLr|<Tr| > 



Giannis Theoharis Kim Yo Uno 13 mpe^tiplv 

Kai v£paKL...pr|v ^exvocte to vEpaKi...! 

A-ndvxr]CTr] 


KoLvoTio[T|ar| > 












Mazerunner KimYoUno 21 Mp£<;TipLv 

Kovxa axo 0£o Tidvxa KaL kA£igx& xa auxia KaL xa paxia 

axic; a\JYXP ov£( i a£ipx|V£(;. 

■ 1_ 

■ An&vxr|OT] 

■ KoivoTTo[r|CTr| > 




Mazerunner KimYoUno 21 Mp£<; Tipiv 

0 0£o<; 8 ev opY^£xai. 


ATTdvxr](jr| 
KoLVOTio[r|<Tr| > 














Kim Yo Uno Mazerunner 21 copec Tipiv 

Xii.. 


ATTdvxr|cjri 
KoLVOTTOir|(Tr| > 




Mazerunner KimYoUno 21 a>p£<; Tipiv 

TLa naxf|p KAxopsvrn; as irspipxva mo SiaPaapevo. 

Atkxvttioti 
KoLvoTTOir|ar| > 




Kim Yo Uno Mazerunner 21 rupee Tipiv 

ELvai cpippa 0 ixaxrip KAxopxvrn;! 

ATrdvxr]crri 


KoLvoTioir|ar| > 















Mazerunner KimYoUno 20 eop£<;Tipi.v 

ZOVETTOX; 8£V Eiaai O l5lOq. 

A-ndvxricjri 
KoLVOTioir|cjr| > 


To Aovdivo ex £l 400.000 rapEpsq Online...(IdAavE to 5lcxoAo va too<; (poAdei-xa 15ia Tiave va 
ravoov kl £8d)...r| NTFI, 0 pEyaAot; ocdEpcpot; Kai to xdpaypa ttoo 7Tpoa)0£ixai ra0£ xpovo p£ 
KaLvoopLa aoaxf| paxa... 

Aaoq 7100 ^£xva£L to 0EO rai vopii^Ei oti pe xoot; vTiyKivTayKEq £X£i a7i£A£o0£pa)0£i f| 
Kax£Kxr|cj£ Tct poaxira too adpTravxoc;, pia eivai r| raxdAr|^r|. 

KdfioxE 0 Av0pa)7io(; ^oda£ p£ Aiyo ijjoopi rai vepo Kai f|xav Yyirp;, 8odA£0£ Kai 
£oxapLaxoda£ to 0£o rai tov Adxpeoe. EvoiooOe aacpaArp; arapr| ki ETravoo axa Boova p£ xa 
aypia 0r|pia. 

Toopa <^£i iTiaa) ano xa rayKeAa Kai xa E^onva aoaxf|paxd, tk; rap£p£<;...Ki opax;. 
ndAi xov (poveooov. ndAi too ravoov raK 0 ...p£ popiddsc; (jjoxoAoyira 7ipo(3Ar|paTa. 

Zf|ax£ pdaa axr| cpdar| rai Koixa^xE xov EA£o0epo rai raxa ipooxEivo Oopavo. 

0 0£oq Eivai Kovxa aaq. AinAa aaq...ydpa) aaq, pdaa aaq. AnAa, airAobaxE too to xdpi aaq 
rai evooote tt|v rapSia aa<; pa(p too. 

'OAa aoxa 7100 oa^ (3a^oov va ravexe Eivai Eooaipopira. Aira too... 











Dat; (jTU£pv£i xr|v ApcpiPoMa Kai xx|v a7Toyof|T£ocrr| gtt|v Kap 8 ia aaq. 
Eaq k&vei too x^pioo too yia va oac; crn: 6 |iaKpov£i ano to 0eo. 

H xriAsopaari rai xa MME dvai xa onAa too. 

KaAx| 5ovapr| aovv£Ax|V£q... 

6 _ 

• 

A7idvxr|cjr| 

KoLV07io[r|cjr| > 




XpogCtgTTlC Mazerunner 18 copse Tipiv 

To x^ipoTEpo TTpaypa yia £vav avBpoono eivoci va tteBcxvei a0£o<; kcxi axEKvot; 

■ 1_ 

■ AndvTricjri 

■ KoivoTxo[r|cjr| > 



Kim Yo Uno Mazerunner 21 rupee Tipiv 

Aioo^te xa aoaxri paxa! 

ATxdvxriOTi 


KoLvoTioir|(Tr| > 












Mazerunner KimYoUno 21 h>p£<;TipLv 

Ee auxo vaL. 


ATrdvxr]cjr| 
KoLvoTioir|(Tr| > 




Kim Yo Uno Mazerunner 21 rupee Tipiv 

Avxiaxa08ixx ! repiae 0 Koapot; aaxaviaapxvout; paYiadxq! 

A7idvxr|cjr| 

KOLVOTTO[r|<Tr| > 




Mazerunner KimYoUno 21 (npEgnpiv 

Av 0 Aao<; pexavoouae aAr|0iva...o 08o<; 0a erave xa ncxvxa 
Yia auxov. 













Epdt;...oxr|pii;av£ xit; £Am§£t; pat; axout; AoaiAoYOUt; 
TroAixiKavxr|§£t;. 

ripo(7£X))(X|0xiK(X|X£ axo 0£o va pat; axdAxi £va AAt|0lv6 Txkvo 
xou; 

TTicpi^oupE paaovout; KaL Nxoxa^Lxxt;. 

To upopAripa xrp; Av0payn:6xr|xat; dvairi Ap£xavor|aia Kair| 
Airoaxaaia. 

Av acpx|a£L o 0£ot; xit; OpSxt; xa>v IaAapoOpic va pat; 

£7ILX£0OX)V£ , TTpaYpaXlKtX VOpL^XLt; OXl £XOX)p£ KCXTTOia 
m0avoxr|xa airxvavxi xout;; 

0 0£ot; pat; tcpaxa aKopr| op0iout;. Mf|7ia)t; KaL 
p£xavox|ooup£... 

Toao pat; aYa7ia...£fi£L5x| a£ auxa xaxaipaxa PpiaKovxai 
aoopaxa Aylo)v. 

ATrdvxr]cjri 
KoLVOTioir|cjr| > 




Giannis Theoharis Mazerunner 13 o)p£i; Tipiv 

TL a£ KOV£l Va VOp(^£lt; TTOOt; £<70 ^£p£Lt; XOV TipaYpaXlKO 

0£o.o 0£ot; pat; £X£ix£ap£vout;... 

ATxdvxrifjri 
KoLvoTio[r|ar| > 









Mazerunner Giannis Theoharis 12 copec Tipiv 

Kamou sou oxi pat; £X £L X £a ^ £v01J ^; 


ATrdvxr](jri 
KoLVOTio[r|cjr| > 



o 

o 



filotimos |A« p£pa Tipiv 

Eiya tiou PAettouv irpopAripa gto AovSlvo. MouaouApavo 5x|papxo ekAe^ocve. 

To povo tiou exoo va ttoo Eivai axout; 'EAAr|V£<; xiy; AyyAiac; aAAa kcxi T aAAia/BEAyio va 
yupiaouv tulckjo axr|v EAAa5a Tipooxou TiapaSoOouv oixd)p£c; auxsq 100% axout; IaAapiaxEc; 

xpopoKpaxEq. 

o 4 

o • 

o A7idvxr|CTr| 

o • 

o KoivoTio[r|CTr| > 


o 


Agnostos Agnostos lilgtimos 14 mpe<;tiplv 












Ma ttoioi vopx^Eu; otl e^eAe^v Tt| pa'Lpou; 

Auxol (XKpiPoo^ ttou PAetteu; axo Pivxeo Kai pia pLKpf| pspiSa yriyEvoov AyyAoov 
apiaxEpoov. 

Auxol pyatvouv PoAxa axo (Blvxeo yLa va 8 elJ;ouv oxi exouv p.£yaAr| 8uvapr| i|xr|(pou 
KaL xaaxoxpova va Sooaouv xo af|pa oxl ELvai Kpaxoq ev KpaxEi, 

A7idvxr|OTi 
KoivoTTOir|<Tr| > 



o 

o 



Anan |A« i~dp« uplv 

TouA&xlgxov 500.000 

° 1_ 

o • 

o Anavxricrr] 

o • 

o KoivoTio[r|ar| > 


o 

o 



TRUTH KNIGHT • [Iia pi£pa TTpLV 

E^iaAapia0£LX£ av OeAexe va aa)0£LX£... KaL 8 ev Eivai aaxEio. EAAr|va vavi vavi, r| A£m8a 
(pxavEL. TEAELOoaapE aav x^opa ottox; xeAelodoe Kai r| Eupooixri. Toopa povo p£ xa onAa 0a 

Ax)0elxo 7ipopAr|pa KaL 0a ttpettel vaxa0ouv noAAoLyLa xr|v EA£X)0£pLa. 

° 4. 

o • 

o A7idvTT|ar| 

o • 

o KoLVOTTo[r|cjr| > 









o 



Al0£pl(X TRUTH KNIGHT |iia [ispa Tipiv 

rLa xout; av§p£<;, ttoAu eukoAo. 

■ 3. 

■ Anavxr|OT] 

■ KoivoTTo[r|<Tr| > 




Nikolaosl821 Aieggk |d« uspaTipiv 

Oi yuvaiKEt; Travxax; TTpooxoaxaxouv unxp xr|<; £A£u0£pr|<; 

Aa0po£LapoAx|t;. 0a nAripooaouv opax; xr|v anxpiaKxiJna Tout;... 

■ 3_ 

■ ATKXVTr]Cjr] 

■ KoivoTTo[r|<Tr| > 















Ai0£piCt NikoIaosl821 iaa uepa Tipiv 

Eivai r|Ai0i£t;.£pdt; opoot; tl (pxaips ; 

■ 5_ 

■ A7i&vTr|CTr] 

■ KoivoTTo[r|(Tr| > 



o 

o 



KOMNHNOS • [iia [i£pa upiv 

H avoopaAia £800 TiAr|pa)V£xai ayaTrr|xoi AovSpd^oi. 

AvoL^ax£ xa ttoSux Gat; axov Ka0£ xplxokogpiko kcxl vopi(Jax£ oxl Kavaxe ttoAixigxikti 
£ fiavaaxaar|. 

Exsxe xeAekjooel. 

0 2 _ 

o • 

o AndvTr|cjr| 

o • 

o Koivo7io[r|CTr| > 


o 

o 



Blue Eoglo 


EAAt|VIKOC A£T0C dpa TipLV 

OAa £xouv xeAeioocfei ttAeov "o £x0pot; ttAeov (3piaK£X£ svxot; xoov 7TuA(jov".Kai auxet; xu; 
Kaxaaxaa£L(; 0a <y|GOup£ as Aiya £xr| KaL £p£it; av 8 ev TiapoupE xr|v Kaxaaxaari axa x^pia 
pat; auxoiirou Ku(3£pvouv £ivai evxoAoSoxoi va pat; KaxaaxpEiJjouv. 













° 6 _ 

o • 

o ATTdvxrjari 

o • 

o KoivoTTOir|ar| > 


o 



Giannis Theoharis eaativlkos . Aetos 13 Mpeq-npLy 

fi XXXX p<*>p£ p£ TT|V Kaxdaxaari tlou 0a ixdp£x£ oAoi axa xdpia aa<;....avx£ ^EKiva va 
5oX)|X£ 

xl EvvosLq Tidps Kava.AK Kai yai^oax ttogoxx; ixfiopdt;... 

ATxdvxricrri 

KoLvoTioir|(Tr| > 


o 

o 

o 


ioannis.2 dpa Tipiv 

Auxri t| Eupomri 5xv £Lvair| Eupamri tlou y£vv^0r|K£ ano £AAr|VLKd iSavuca. Auxf| r| 
Eupamri £ivai o £x0po<; |xaq KaL 0a np£7T£i va xr|v Kaxa8ajb^ox)|j.£ |i£ oAa |xa<; xa |i£aa 

av 0 £Aox>|j.£ va guv£xlqou|j.£ va UTidpxou|j.£ aav £0vo<; KaL aav Aao<;! 

o 8_ 

o • 

o A7idvxr|cjri 

o • 

o KoivoTio[r|ar| > 










o 


o 



Kim Yo Uno ioannis.2 ulk uepa Ttpiv 

'E^oo ol aaxavLaapxvoL! E8a) EAAa5a! ESoo OpBoSo^ia! 

ATTdvxr](jri 
KoLvoTioir|(Tr| > 



o 

o 



ioannis.2 pspa Tipiv 

ETEvoxoopiipai Y L « xr|v Eopooiiri, yloctl 
0a KaxaaxpacpEL oiiax; r| Kafixpvaoop.. Oi 
7i£px|cpavoi TiupYoi xrn; 0a Ytcpepiaxonv, 

0a Kaxaaxpacpoov KaL ol Asaxpopoi xr|<; 0a 
pxxaxpaiioov as xottoxh; tioo 0a (poxpooaoov 
0apvoL p£ aYKCx0ia, otioo 0a ravoov xr| 
(pooALa xoot; xa <pi5La. Exov xotto tioo xoopa 
aKOOYOvxaL ipoovxq xvavxLov xoo Xpiaxou, 

0a aKO0Y OVTaL K P aiJ Y^ airo kookooP&ylxc; 
KaL oupALaxxa ano xaaraALa. 

Tr| oxlypp 

tlox) t| Eopoonri vopxax YLa xov £aoxo xrp; 

7i(jb(^ £K7ioALXLaxr|K£, xox£ r|xav KaL TIOO 
aYpL£ij;£. Tr| axLYpii tioo vopiax Ttax; xa 
x|^£p£ oAa, xox£ x|xav KaL tioo Tiapa(ppovr|G£. 
Tr|v axLYpil tioo vopuix ttox; aii£Kxr|a£ 
p£YaAr| 5ovapr|, xox£ x|xav KaL tioo £xaa£ 
oAr| xr|(; xr| 5ovapr|. 








H Eupoonri dvai o 0avaxo<; rai o Xpiaxot; r| ^ayrj. 


Ayloc; NLKoAaot; BxAiplpoPixc; 

6 _ 

• 

A7idvxr|cjr| 

KoLvoTio[r|CTr| > 


riEpiaaoTEpo opyavoagEvq 

aKEijjq!: https://slpress.gr/diethni/oi-ipa-i-eyropi-o- 
tramp-kai-ta-ethni-krati/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true (ouEp e'Sei SeT^ol = quod erat 
demonstrandum, av al HFIA 5 ev «axpli|;oov» xq 
axpaxqyucq xooq Kal axp£i|joov ai i'Siai upoc; xo «va xa 
(3poov» g£ xqv 'Poaaaiav,... Kal av q Kiva aovExiaq xqv 
axEXLKqv xqq avoSov,... Kal Sev Kavoov 5oo (Bqgaxa maa) ol 
«ridvKq5£(;»,... 6 0EO2 va (BaAq xqv x^poc Too! - q Edpamq 
oil ax; TuavE xa upaypaxa, laoaq KaxaAq^q Kaxi xo kocklov xe 
K al x^fpov - g£xa xExxapat; dx; TiEvxa ahhvaq avoSoo Kal 
KUpiapxiaq - auo IIi0qKoBaAxoEAoT£A|ia (acpoo axa 20 
Xpovia g£xa xo Oavaxov xoo n.K. 5 tv EKagvE duoAoxax; 
xiiioxa xo ooaiaaxuco ax; 7ipo<; xqv EvoTuolqaiv iva 
puopEaq va upoaEyyiaq Tipaypaxudjat; xqv 'Poaaaiav...)] 
[[npETiEi va AapfBavEXE Kal xov rtepiicAfj Ngapyou axa 
ao(3apa: 

http://ardin-rixi.gr/archives/2093627temp-new-window- 

replacement=true (6 KlvSovot; va (BooAia^q q 'EAAaq Kal 6 
EAAqviapoq Kaxa) duo xaq «uoAouoAixiagiKd(;» ope^Eu; xoo 
laxava govov Kal govov EUEiSqc; uaOaxE xqv «q0ucdx; 
up£uooaa» ZaxavoAo(3oxogq - evo) xo 'IaparjA e'xei 
acppayiagEva xa lovopa, Kal ev g£p£i xooAaxiaxov 
«cpoA exlkokevx pLKq» vogoOEalav. Mupa(3o aaq, Mupa(3o 
gaq! A job well done! Me aAAa Aoyia, duapyoov uoAAoi 
xpouoi va Eivai gia xd)pa aoggaxoq xd)v HFIA, Kal 








SiaA^aTETOu Ziglxr| K.a. (Kalxou Bernard Lewis) xov 
xponov. M7ipa(Bo aaq, MTipdjBo paq! A job well done!) - Kal 
xov 'AyysAo Zupiyo va xov ockouxe Kal va xov 5ia(Bd^£X£. 
SuvqOax; Seikvuei pia aiaioSo^ia, f\ gaKapi va a7io5£ix0fj 
(p£p£yyooq.]] [[Kal £va ap0po £vo<; tioAu KaAou Kal 
Evxipou 5r||ioaioypd(pou Kal 

avaAoxrj: https://slpress.gr/politiki/to-ethniko-kratos- 
kai-oi-metaprates-toy-quot-eksygchronismoy- 

quot/?temp-new-window-replacement=true ] ] 






[[It seems the author of this article "has 
it", not because he is "P.K. accurate and 
P.K. deep" as to historical ideal types, 
terminology and analytical insight, but 
because he combines (at least a fairly 
strong sense of) realism with an ability 
to get (in)to many of the core issues 
confronting the hitherto "First World", 
which is rapidly becoming part of the 
"Third World". This is definitely worth 
studying, incl. in the light of P.K.'s "high 
or ultimate" theory (as descriptive and 
explanatory, non-normative and 
absolutely logically consistent theory), 
which is, as always, absolutely 



unsurpassable... [and don't forget, as 
referred to elsewhere on this Site, Lind's 
"Blocpolitik", along with Hefaistos's 
"Journey to Ithaca" (for Greek readers), 
are grosso modo the best case scenarios 
for the 21st century - unfortunately, 
there's every likelihood that things 
could go much, much worse...]: 
https: / / americanaffairsj ournal.org/2 01 

8/05/classless-utopia-versus-class- 

compromise/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true] ] 

[[I am not an economist, I don't know 
what % of the following article is True, 
False or Grey, but I'd say this is at the 
very least, very interesting reading: 
https://www.unz.com/proberts/who- 

does-america-belong-to/?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true] ] 

[[Scientific analysis cannot discount the 
possibility of China not being able to 
become regional Hegemon and or a 
world Super Power. However, if the 
Chinese State remains united under tight 









Party Control, and if Economic (and 
technological) Power continues to 
(significantly) Increase - and they are 
two big "ifs" - c. 2030 - 2060, could mean 
"Bye-Bye Uncle Sam!"... as well as the 
"official (beginning of the) end" of 
"Western Civilisation" (unless very 
dramatic and drastic things happen very 
dramatically and drastically... on a large 
scale...). Master class territory: 
https://nationalinterest.org/blog/skept 
ics/rip-taiwan-26676?temp-new- 
window-replacement=true] ] (Of course 
the state of play of the USA's internal 
politics could be an important factor by 
about the middle of the century or later 
in regard to the exact correlation of 
forces with China - since ancient times, 
geopolitical rivals have always tried to 
meddle in their rival's internal affairs in 
order to gain an external advantage...). 

[[A number of matters raised are 
(potentially) debatable, but overall, this 
is how it's done (incl. the appropriate 







reference to G. Kennan): in other words, 
those who "have it", "have it", and those 
who don't, i.e. the vast 

majority, DEFINITELY DO 

NOT! So if there are any young(ish) 

readers out there wanting to get 
involved in the field of International 
Affairs analysis and wanting to learn, 
this is further Master Class territory (and 11 

makes not one iota of difference whether the author loves his country, 
his country's and culture's dominant (internal) values, his identity and 
his group smaller than his country, if he has such a group - good for him... 
and for all serious patriots and analysts, realism - at least as far as 
geopolitical relations are concerned - must trump ideology, always - the 
question of absolute consistency in scientific and (binary or multi¬ 
faceted and not monosemantic) conceptual observation and analysis is a 
completely separate issue, and is only for P.K. and very few other dead 
or very marginalised "spirits", and cannot possibly ever become the 
subject of discussion on a mass scale - even within the relatively very 
narrow circles of Academia (except perhaps (in mutilated form) during a 
"transition period or phase" from one world-theoretical paradigm to 
another) - in other words a highly selective reference to, and highly 
"loaded or lop-sided" omission of, facts, is par for the course, but even if 
the good or excellent geopolitical analyst does it in relation to the 
politics, society and culture internal to his country, he cannot afford to 
do so in regard to his area of specialisation, expertise and study, i.e. 
international affairs: or, put differently, it makes perfect sense to keep 
on returning to the ultimate "divide and rule", "divide and conquer" 
strategy if e.g. my group cannot or "should not" be uprooted internally, 
and if it was uprooted externally, everyone would lose anyway...), 


https: //nationalinterestorg/feature/ho 

w-dangerous-putins-russia- 






27046?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true] ] 

[[Please forgive my stupid sense of 
humour, but if I were marking this 

"paper" easier to 
critique than to 
produce ") from the point of 
view of non-ideological, 
but realistic-normative 
observation, I'd give it a 
(93-)95(-97) out of 100, 
when I rarely score 
"papers" above 70-75 
(though personally I 
couldn't write a "paper" 
much better than 30- 
50/100)!!! So if there are 




any young men (esp. 
Greeks of the Diaspora, but 
anyone else as well) out 
there who are involved in 
these kinds of analyses, 
here's another example of 
how it's done - keep it, 
study it, and LEARN from it 
(and there's also a related 
book): 

https://nationalinterest.or 

g/feature/united-states- 

must-be-realistic-taiwan- 

28187?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true H (I suppose 

what is really fascinating though is to what extent and 
how China may or may not become more "aggressive" 

- which no-one can know for sure (at least thinking 







decades down the road, and considering no-one 
knows exactly what the New Silk Road (1 Belt, 1 Road) 
will actually be in all of its dimensions, etc.,... to what 
extent China will be able - if at all - to "close the gap" 
on the current pre-eminent Naval Power on the High 
Seas, etc.,...), and because there is a very serious 
theoretical issue regarding what is "defence" and what 
is "aggression/offence" (see for now, p. 62 (and 
elsewhere such as pp. 105,161-162) of my notes to 
P.K.'s book on Clausewitz, Theory of War - Summary 
Notes; so if and when I translate P.K.'s (further) 
thoughts on the issue of offence/defence, English 
readers (if any) will have a lot to think about!) (P.K. 
mentions not the phrase: "The Third Reich" in his 
"The German Special Way/Path (Sonderweg)" but, 
inter alia, states this: "Future historians 

wil1 ’ however, have to come to the 
conclusion that National Socialism was 
not the outcome of irresistible currents 
of German history, but the product of a 

concrete and unique historical constellation." And that 
"hides" far more meaning and "nuance" than whole 
tomes written about that regime, as well as 
about other regimes in other eras and other 
circumstances which might want to "reach for 
Hegemony".) 


[[Regarding the reply to the article 
immediately 

cifoove ^ tt P s: // nat i ona P nteresto HT/bi o g/b uzz /i et0//n E2%8o%99s-not- 


invite-china-invade-taiwan-28572?temp-new-window-replacement=truel 




the answer is fairly simple: Super Power 
A will never ever EVER be Super 

Power A forever. It follows that there 
comes a point in time when Super Power 
A's power will decline relative to 
another Power or other Powers. Once 
that decline commences - a decline 
which could take decades or much 
longer, incl. periods of revival, but still 
overall decline,... Super Power A's 
problem is 

"(relative) decline management". If 
Super Power A's % of the World GDP and 
advantage in weaponry and dominance 
of territory, seas, etc. was at "a" level in 
1945 but in 2018 has fallen to "c" level, 
when "e" level means it is not the 
Leading World Power anymore, then 
Super Power A has no choice but "to get 
its shit together". Otherwise, a 
combination of blows or simply one 
blow could be enough to drop it to "e" 
level far sooner than it would have ever 
hoped for. If on the other hand, Super 



Power A is certain it has a relative 
advantage as to a rising Power, now, i.e. 
today, and can deal with the 
consequences of a pre-emptive strike, 
then it can proceed to strike pre¬ 
emptively, and deal with the 
consequences. When though a Rising 
Power has not united all its Family into 
its territory and under its command, it 
normally has the WILL to pay much 
more for what it wants than how much 
e.g. Super Power A is willing to pay to 
defend the Rising Power's family 
member, and will strike - if its 
leadership is wise - when the time is ripe 
(nobody needs to "invite" the mainland 
Chinese; once the objective correlation 
of forces is such that the mainland 
Chinese are ready and willing to "pay the 
price", they will do what they have to do 
for what they see as their territory) - a 
settled outcome is obviously best for all. 
(Genes are a part of humans and humans 
are a part of human relations - neither 



are separable in reality - only a T?????? 
????ED-IN-THE-HEAD DI?G???, i.e. ?????D, 
would ever argue that,... so any form of 
reductionism done for normative 
purposes is scientifically useless (and a 
sure sign of Advanced Retardism) - it is a 
totally separate issue if in theory there 
needs to be an abstracted separation, 
theoretical abstraction, categorisation, 
etc. for the sake of the most precise 
analysis possible, etc.). Violence and 
wars are always potentially in existence 
when it comes to humans, and obviously 
- usually - more often than not there is 
peace and co-operation - but also 
crucially non-violent conflict, from which 
violence can always break out... so 
whoever wants more peace and co¬ 
operation is always prepared for 
violence and for war(s)... hence, the 
continual existence of police or police¬ 
like forces, armed forces, etc.,... it has 
never ever rurp - mutatis mutandis - 


been otherwise... when one investigates 




the causes of war, one inevitably finds 
geostrategic and or economy- 
related/economic reasons behind 
decisions to wage war, without of course 
excluding that other factors can come 
into play... and yet again when those 
other factors come into play (fear of a(n) 
(potential) aggressor, the Abduction of 
Helen, "nationalism", "tribalism", 
"universalism", "prestige", for instance), 
one finds that they too are connected to 
geopolitics, geostrategy and or the 
economy, goods, resources,... (and it's 
not an argument to say that "I" am in 
favour of peace, but I shall start and or 
provoke a war: when you are a Power 
you are always prepared for war, no 
matter what - that's why I mentioned 
elsewhere there is a very interesting 
theoretical discussion to be had about 
offence/defence, aggression/passivity, 

etc.,...)... Anyway, human 
affairs are far more 



synthetic and complicated 
than just genes or just 
"right" decision-making or 
just "nice" relations and 
the "mistakes" people 
make - there is no formula 
for human action; the "tact 
of judgement" is a personal 
attribute, and all that 
exists are certain 
constants, regularities and 
causalities (many of which 
cannot be adequately, let 
alone fully traced and 
identified - but never, 
laws). In theory, China 



could become an 
aggressive, even (very) 
expansionist regime if it 
gains enough momentum 
relative to other Powers 
and its leadership in a 
particular set of 
circumstances takes that 
view. Nothing can be 
excluded - the question is 
how likely is such an 
eventuality based on a 
realistic assessment of the 
correlation of forces, incl. 
the relationship between 
"objective" and 



"subjective" "social union", 
"friction", "political 
communication" and 
"politics", to express 
ourselves in terms of 
Clausewitz? (I certainly 
don't know the answer). 
This gets even funnier: 
who says the USA did not 
set for "good ol 1 Saddam", a 
trap? I certainly don't 
know the answer... - apart 
from the fact of the not 
exactly slight difference in 
Power between Iraq and 
the USA in 1990... as to the 



Korean War, my old man 
did very well in refusing to 
go as a "volunteer", but his 
decision then was a major 
part of the reason I was 
condemned "for the term 
of my natural life" = my 
problem... now, I could 
venture a guess as to who 
was behind the Chinese 
email and the fake web 
page if I didn't already 
know! A-HAHAHAHAHA!!! 
Public discussions are not 
where the real-world 
decisions are made. 



Everyone knows that... All 
of this is proof that there is 
no point in making P.K.'s 
work widely known. I've 
mentioned it with many 
references to "comments" 
about P.K. on the "Reader's 
Page"... Retards should talk 
to Retards, those who 
actually Rule should Rule, 
and P.K. and I, and anyone 
else with a brain, can be 
left alone and be read by 
anyone who has the time, 
patience and ability (which 
excludes nearly all 



people)... it makes no 
difference anyway: 
REPEAT: those who 
actually Rule make and 
take the decisions, i.e. they 
Rule... if a Ruler were to 
depend or actually 
depends on an internet 


article to decide, 


his Rule ' 1 \\\ A- 


HAHAHAHAHA... How 


fucking Retarded are 
Retards? Very fucking 
retarded (= general 
proposition, NOT directed 
at anyone in particular)... 






A-HAHAHAHAHA... Why on 
earth do people like 
making fools of themselves 
so much? (And, just to set 
the record straight, I trust 
nothing I read on any site 
over the internet... nearly 
all of you are engaged in 
propaganda and games...)... 
P.S. Eventually - i.e. sooner 
or (much) later (even after 
100/200+ more years) - 
the USA is inevitably going 
to be retreating from much 
more than Taiwan... like it 
or not... what can and did 



happen to Rome and 
Eastern Rome, and to the 
Ottomans, and in Chinese 
history, and to Persia, etc., 
etc., etc.,... - mutatis 
mutandis - can and will 
(eventually) happen 
to YOU too! P.P.S. I had 
written elsewhere on this 
page before I read the 
aforesaid reply, that a 
realist patriot would 
always be accused of being 
a "traitor" by an In???e 
I?????gue... that's the way it 
always has been and 




always will be... - enough, 
we've all had more than 
enough... other things to 
do, which are far more 
interesting!...]] (And I've 
said all this before: in 
English there are standard 
works on or related to 
international affairs: by E. 
H. Carr, H. Morgenthau, G. 
Kennan, K. Waltz, H. Bull, 

P. Kennedy, J. 
Mearsheimer, M. Wight, R. 
Gilpin, A. Watson, M. 
Howard, etc., in addition to 
"(other classics or) "the" 



classics" - and not just 
Mahan, Mackinder, Ratzel, 
Spykmann, (A. von 
Humboldt, C. 

Ritter, K i eU * n > Haushoffer, et 
al), but also e.g. 

Thucydides, Machiavelli, 
Hobbes, Clausewitz and R. 
Aron are at least in some 
passages absolutely 
timeless... this doesn't 
mean they are all perfect - 
they are not, but they at 
the very least get close to a 
lot of truths a lot or most of 
the time (Kissinger is 



roughly, sort of, in that 
broad class, but I have my 
own "Tribal quarrel" with 
him... - you'll allow me to 
be "funny" on my own 
Site... Zbigniew made 
amends at the end as I've 
stated elsewhere...)). Of 
course, what to do 
regarding a specific, 
concrete "problem" is for 
specific, concrete problem 
analysis (always in one way 
or another as regards the 
correlation of forces or 
balance of power or power 


equilibrium, etc.) and you 
will never find a specific, 
concrete answer in any of 
the classics, nor in history, 
even though a thorough 
knowledge of the classics 
and history is sine qua 
nonf or properly, 
realistically and 
scientifically 

understanding some of the 
fundamental constants of 
humans and their 
behaviour, action, 
interactions, 

(inter)relations - and 




obviously selecting this or 
that historical example or 
this or that quote , whilst 
not taking into 
consideration all of the 
facts (historical examples) 
and all of a particular line 
or train of thought, just to 
"win" on some point, is NOT 
going to amount to a 
serious understanding and 
explanation of REALITY. So, 
it's up to the tactician's, 
strategist's and analyst's 
mind, judgement and 
tactical, strategic and 


analytical brilliance ("tact 
of judgement") if he has 
them, also in view of 
information which only the 
relevant Government- 
Military Departments etc. 
have, and not just what's 
available in the public 
domain -1 think I'm stating 
the bleeding obvious here 


- to do a concrete, specific 


analysis of a concrete, 
specific situation 


(all human 


behaviour boils down to space and food 
(given air, water, and (later) tools, fire, 
goods, etc.) - but to get to that kind of 
schematisation, one has to understand 
that the drives, urges and impulses in 












humans always relate to the 
interrelations between humans, i.e. the 
group (society) comes first (all Tribal 
Warriors (just as I do as a fellow human 
and Tribal Warrior of my ownTribe - yes! 
other people have Tribes too! just watch 
the Han go Tribal!... for instance), should 
feel very proud that the great Durkheim 
emphasised the existence of the social 
fact, and we all can forgive him his 
errant normativism, from a strictly 
scientific point of view)) . As 

P.K. is concerned, even if 
you read Theory of War in 
German, it won't be 
enough - you need the time 
to study all of P.K.'s works 
to get the full benefit of 
studying Theory of War. In 
other words, you need 


far as 


years... 10 to 20 years to 
get on top of things. There 
is not one argument that 
one can come up with 
which can knock P.K. 
down, let alone out, at the 
level of general or macro¬ 
theory, which is good, even 
essential, to have a grasp 
of, but is obviously not 
sufficient for specific 
action to be taken re: a 
specific concrete 
"problem"... (I've gone 
over all of these contra- 
P.K. so-called "arguments" 



or "points" many times: 
e.g. the "genes" argument 
above is a variation on the 
P. Gottfried "monocausal 
reductionism" argument - 
there is no such issue from 
P.K.'s point of view - he 
never made such a 
reduction, etc.). I know all 
of that, a few - maybe some 
- people in 
Germany/Holland, 
(perhaps Poland and ?) 
and "Greece" know all of 
that, and that's that! We 
don't care whether anyone 



else knows or not - we 
don't want to convince 
anyone of anything; 
everyone does their own 
investigations, reading and 
analyses, etc.,... humans 
will - grosso modo - make 
the same "mistakes" time 
and time again, and I don't 
want to devote any more 
time going over roughly 
"the same stuff' which 
people in knee-jerk, 
retard-fashion raise as 
"objections" - without 
really understanding 



much, let alone a lot. There 
is nothing harder for a 
thinker than to 
consistently detach 
himself from his desires 
and preferred norms, his 
fantasies. That is one of the 
hallmarks of a great 
thinker. Few ever reach 
that point. Most essentially 
see things in terms of 
"Good vs. Evil" - and that's 
the worst kind of 
reductionism for anyone 
who wants to understand 
Reality (the fact that a 



Ruler must "Sell" Reality to 
his people as a Clash 
between "Good vs. Evil", 
and also have (most or 
nearly all of) his people in 
a particular form of "false 
consciousness" and under 
a particular dominant 
ideology, has nothing to do 
with the Need for 
Objective, Impartial 
Analysis of Reality on the 
part of serious analysts 
and advisers so that the 
Ruler can make and take 
the right (or comparatively 



better) decisions for his 
Realm) [[Of course, 
(historical) reality teaches 
that both Ruler and Ruled 
are "in states of ideology" 
at all times, and in certain 
conjunctures the Troops 
and the People (so it 
seems) need to be 
mobilised and or 
disciplined at levels of 
intensity which intensify 
ideologisation 
(propaganda, etc.), or even 
there are cases when the 
people are "hypnotised 



(and or hypnotise 
themselves) into 
submission", e.g. the 
people of Constantinople 
praying for Salvation (a 
miracle) just before their 
own Slaughter and their 
City's Fall, and the 
Emperor "fighting" when 
not only no hope is left, but 
a huge slice of his troops 
has gone over to the other 
side... in any event, 
whether the Ruler's 
advisers are deeply 
immersed in the dominant 



ideology or not, they must - 
if they are to be of real 
"positive" use - objectively 
and dispassionately assess 
the correlation of forces 
and what appeasement 
and deterrence and a pre¬ 
emptive strike or other 
pre-emptive measures 
mean in that context... or 
put simply and 
"somewhat" crudely: fully 
understand in all its 
nuances, and from all 
aspects, how Big one's own 
Dick is compared to one's 



Foe's Dick... and where one 
wants to put one's Dick, 
and where one's Foe wants 
to put his Dick... etc., etc., 
etc.,... (= the Monty Python 
"Biggus Dickus" reference) 

- and that advising, 
obviously from one point 
and beyond, is not part of 
the public discussion... so 
then the very interesting 
question arises: what 
exactly is the 

actual, real fucking point of 
public discussion? 

HAH AH AH AH AH A!!!]]. 



Someone doing a proper 
historical-scientific 
analysis of the politics and 
strategy even of the 
German National Socialists 
would treat them just like 
any other political force - 
absolutely dispassionately 
in terms of decisions, 
actions, tactics, strategies, 
outcomes, intentions, 
ideology, praxis, capacity, 
strengths, weaknesses, 
allies, opposition, etc., etc., 
etc...... Science treats 

everything under 



investigation in exactly the 
same manner. If you can't 
swallow that, then go back 
to your colouring-in books 
because you won't be of 
real service to your nation. 
All the best!). [[Like it or 
not, something like 
Blocpolitik is your and our 
best-case scenario. There 
is no realistic possibility of 
a one-world, global-village, 
Zio-nutcase Utopia 
whatsoever! EVER!!! 

Forget about it. You've 
done enough damage as it 



is. Now, it's a question of 
whether (some? most?) 
peoples and the planet can 
be managed and saved...]] 
[[AND this is where I opt 
out of the "discussion". NO 
MORE COMMENTS. 

BETTER THINGS TO DO. 
YOU CAN ALL FIGURE AND 
WORK IT OUT AMONGST 
YOURSELVES!]] 

(I just read a reader's comment (13/8/2018) on my 
favourite "nutty professor's" website which states: 
"the USA tactic of creating "Chaos" which strikes at the 
EU via Spain but mainly Italy (a fiscal time-bomb of 
$2.4 trillion ready to explode!) due to exposure to 
corresponding banks in the Turkish economy, is a 
stroke of genius. Apart from the two aforesaid bombs 
(Turkey, Italy), American tactics are exposing BRICS 
with their huge state-internal problems, incl. their 
tremendous rivalries, e.g. India and China. Trump will 
set up and establish India as a reinforced Western- 



American Fortress against totalitarian China and 
against extreme Islamist Pakistan. That is why he 
hasn't sanctioned India despite India buying MiGs and 
S-400s from Russia. Trump is also strengthening the 
dollar despite the de-dollarisation of China, Russia, 
Iran. I bow to the American Genius of making the 
smartest use of economic capitalistic tools". - LOOK, 
whilst this reads like a Bulletin from e.g. ST????OR, 
Science cannot possibly say that all of this is False or 
that a lot therein can't be True. Reality will show us. 
China may never take Taiwan. What a scientific- 
realistic analysis does is to try and discern from 
Factual Trends and overall knowledge of Human 
Affairs, possibilities, likelihoods, etc. - to the extent 
possible... not predicting "with certainty" specific 
events, and whilst definitely endeavouring to view 
things even-handedly (e.g. who said the USA can't have 
huge internal problems in the future itself, or, who 
said the US dollar will always be something like it was 
c. 1960 or even c. 1990?), and - it goes without saying - 
without passion and Good/Evil distinctions (e.g. 
"totalitarian" - as if a poor average person of India 
who "votes", on average lives better overall, incl. as to 
freedoms, than a poor average person of China, etc., 
etc., etc.,...)... and that's all Folks!) 

[[The matters raised here are crucial, 
and whilst the analysis may be (highly) 
debatable at times, the matters raised 
relate to the articles and comments 



above; and since the future can never be 
predicted as to events etc., time will 
tell... an important skill for analysts, 
even amateur ones, is to - always in view 
of the classics in international affairs 
(I've mentioned repeatedly what they 
are) - learn how to "throw out" say 90% 
of what you read (all the (mostly) 
ideological stuff), and then grapple with 
the material which is either compelling 
and or raises matters of critical 

(at this point in time it seems that "Hindu Man" can't and 


or won't do much, but... time will tell...) ___ 

. One, of course, 

could discuss or even (rigorously) 
dispute that 

"[China] seeks to replace America as the 
next hegemonic power." Where? How? 
When? etc. - for an observer, even an 
amateur!, it's all very interesting stuff: 
https://nationalinterest.org/feature/ind 
ias-strategic-roadmap-28322?temp- 
new-window-replacement=true] ] 


[[Because I don't really understand the 
way the world economy works in detail, 







all I can say is that articles like the 
following (in Greek) are of great interest 
(but I can't say whether it's an 
absolutely correct, mostly correct, or 
partly correct analysis. I think it's at 
least partly or mostly correct, but what 
I can say for sure is that the 21st century 
is not going to unfold without the Great 
Powers Clashing and Clashing Hard - the 
question is: how hard? 
http://infognomonoolitics.blogsoot.com 
/2018/08 /blog¬ 
post 227.html#more?temp-new- 
window-replacement=true ]] 

[[Whilst there are a number of BIG question marks 
which must "hang in the air" about some of the things 
said, who could not absolutely love this kick-arse 
analysis by a "dude who used to read the news on the 
Tele" (HAHAHAHAHA!!!!) - the first part at least 
should be translated into English and posted on The 
National Interest - it would send "everyone" berserk!!! 
(by the way, it seems that the author is not wrong in 
saying that "anti-globalist" Trump is not interested in 
the survival of nation-states in general, but in the 
survival of the USA, which means that if a pathetic 
little nation-state like the former Greece wants to 
survive, it has to get its shit together - there's no other 








choice, particularly since neither Russia nor the USA 
would want Turkey - though I personally wouldn't be 
too sure about that - to get "too big for its own boots" 
by totally dominating the Aegean... Both (Zio-)USA and 
(in part Zio-) Russia, or of course a hypothetical USA 
and Russia and 11111 without a GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE "Zio" component, are more than 
capable of giving Turkey what's ours since we are too 
femino/homo-lobotomised to defend it, if that's what 
they "have to do"...): 

https://slpress.gr/diethni/to-geopolitiko-pazl-i- 

svnantisi-trump-poutin-kai-i-ellada/?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true ]] 

[[This article in English translation might be 50% true 
and correct, though it could be - though probably is 
not - 0%, and is definitely not 100% true and or 
correct. Whatever it is, it is very entertaining reading! 
(And I notice a bit of Hedley Bull included, though 
"neo-medievalism" is not an analytical 
concept qua concept ever adopted by P.K.) 
http: //www. voltairenet.org/article202215.html?temp 

-new-window-replacement=true ]] 

[[More "very interesting stuff'! This could be roughly 
about sort of right in regard to some matters, though... 
"death" could turn out to be decades (or longer) 
premature... things are not always as plain and simple 
as they might appear to be... and the "coming of the 
new" probably more often than not, comes in ways not 
expected, or does not even come at all in the form(s) 
expected... and also probably (?) - as contrary to 
"instinctual" human optimism as this may sound - for 
the worse... (I don't know this journalist's/analyst's 








thought, his career and his positions (though I notice 
he has "had a go" at a fellow - recently deceased 
NeoPsychoCon - Tribesman, even though he takes a 
Satanic Circus Monkey position in regard to Brexit - 
which on one view, is not necessarily wrong, because 
Europe "should" be united "from the Atlantic to the 
Urals" in de Gaullean fashion and not in the way the 
Satanic Circus Monkey wants the EE, if Europe were to 
survive long-term as the inheritor of White Christian 
Europe based on Rome (and aspects of Hellenism))...), 
but at the very least this article raises many 
interesting issues, and as the Tribal Warrior he is 
(remember: the Tribe has Tribesmen in prominence 
at every point of the political spectrum so that the 
Tribe is never absent, and always able to take part...), 
his Tribe s GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
involvement in elite circles is not mentioned at all (but 
if you think about it, when you say USA and UK, that in 
itself encompasses all the "slippery, behind-the-scenes 
machinations and (GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
power crystallisation) phenomena", etc., etc., etc.,... if 
you are aware of such machinations and 
phenomena...): https://www.strategic- 
culture.org/news/2018/08/Q6/death-us-and-uk-neo- 

colonialism.html?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true ]] 

[[One of the very few pleasures of being a Convict ("for 
the term of his natural life") 15,000 kilometres from 
Home, through no fault (at least initially if not totally) 
of one's own, are the encounters with one's 
outstanding compatriots - albeit via technology and 
not face-to-face, person-to-person, as was normal for 






most people for hundreds, and thousands, of years. 
Now, the historical schematisations are absolutely 
compelling, and the projections into the future - at 
least in terms of real-world possibility, and not their 
usefulness for social-scientific and political- 
philosophical conceptualisation, for they are very 
useful... - are "absolutely nuts", i.e. they can appear 
like a drunken fool's optimism, compared to P.K.'s end 
points which are, to say the least, DARK. Though I do 
have certain suspicions that.... In any event, the 
encounter with this man added to ZapncAux;, 
BaAaaipixrp;, EuccAiavog, ipopd)vo<;, the 6th (incl. 
myself) member of my cyberspace AcukccSixiko x<*>pio 
Kainavriyupi, i.e. the real AcukccSixiko xfj<; 
A£UKCt8ixiKT|<; A8£A<poxr|xo<; Emxi (as much as we can 
now admire (but cry endlessly over - like Odysseus 
thinking about Home) the first generation's attempts 
to cling to what was always going to be lost)... this is 
where I've been living all my life, and this is where I 
will die, for my ancestors and my compatriots are me 
and I am them, and Satan and its absolutely filthy, vile 
and unimaginably disgusting Satanic Circus Monkey 
are - as far as our hearts are concerned - ALWAYS 
DEAD... 

https://slpress.gr/idees/apo-to-ethnos-tou-kratous- 

sto-ethnos-tis-koinonias/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true ]] 

[[I do like a number of Jean-Luc Godard films - 
generally though compared to other directors like 
Truffaut, let alone the "all-time masters", he is very 
overrated in my personal estimation - and La 
Chinoise (1967) is a must-see for any "SJWs" who want 





to "grow a brain" and not be retarded pawns in real 
power games (in addition to seeing the New Left in 
transition from the Old Left (to what will later morph 
into "SJW" western mass-democratic (Zio-)USA 
imperialistic-globalistic Satanic Circus Monkey 
stances). In short: western mass democracy produces 
a number of power-obsessed youth who want 
"revolution" simply because Lenin, Mao, Castro et al. 
"succeeded", but also because they can signal a 
"revolutionary consumerist" lifestyle (pretending to 
be "concerned" about the Oppression of the Third 
World whilst doing absolutely nothing of substance 
and with real-world results in alleviating such 
Oppression, whilst maintaining their said lifestyle), 
and through words, slogans and "Brechtian" theatre 
create a Utopia of "we're doing something" in their 
own minds, when in fact what they are actually doing 
is masturbating and fighting amongst one another, 
whilst getting high, and because they are mostly white, 
contributing to the auto-genocide of their own 
biological-cultural inheritance by - as massified, 
atomised, not having a family at an early age or at all, 
etc. - serving real relations of power which provide for 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE crystals, 
crystallisations, accumulations, and concentrations of 
forms of power in the hands of a particular group, 
which is always either present or "behind the scenes", 
one way or another... i.e. "go on, you create your 
Utopia in your retarded minds, whilst being "cool" and 
"revolutionary", and whilst being consumerists 
wearing "cool" sunglasses and T-shirts, driving 
convertibles purchased after stints of prostitution, 
trading drugs, or blowing up - at least metaphorically - 



your inherited high and demotic culture in theatre, 
opera, music, literature, painting, sculpture, song, etc., 
whereas what you actually achieve is nothing apart 
from reinforcing Western mass-democratic relations 
of power, incl. our GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
privileges, as we undermine, undercut and destroy 
everything you've inherited from your ancestors and 
spread massified and atomised "pop" GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY increasing blackness over 
whiteness, illness and degeneracy over health and 
patriarchal family, i.e. degenerate (white-black) 
apeification over law and order"... the "anti-racism" of 
1967 led to the "auto-racism" of 2017, i.e. you've 
replaced one form of racism with another form of 
racism... well done, dumb-fuck, dumb-cunt, totally 
lobotomised and totally fucked-in-the-head 
RETARDS!!! GOOD ONE!!! (to be fair to the SJWs, any 
"white nationalist", "alt-right" youth who think that 
"pure homogeneous white homelands" is a realistic 
goal in the current demographic-historical and 
geopolitical climate, you are seriously kidding 
yourselves: even if things broke down to such an 
extent that you had an opportunity; by being 
"inflexible" on the existence of minorities and mixed- 
race people in your state, i.e. by "eliminating" them 
one way or another, rather than trying to set realistic 
goals and boundaries, all you are going to produce is 
the violence that "the other side" craves for, too... but 
apart from that, you are so, so, so,... far away from 
even having a snow-flake's chance in Hell of coming to 
power, that you end up becoming and being pathetic 
Utopists in all your uncontrolled fantasising just like 
your hated rivals... - at least in Heidegger's and 



Schmitt's day there was a demographic and 
ideological basis, i.e. the real material(-biological) and 
intellectual(-spiritual) (pre-)conditions in human 
existence for the maintaining of a fairly or 
comparatively high degree of relatively homogeneous 
biological and cultural inheritance... and such a basis 
existed in multi-racial Empires or regions under 
foreign occupation of yesteryear, so that when they 
broke up, they could (re-)homogenise themselves... 
and, whereas today, after decades of mass-democratic 
urban hedonistic consumption and "degeneracy"... you 
simply don't have the man and woman power (esp. in 
agriculture and in rural society) to pull off what you 
fantasise about...)... (and the lack of the said 
mate rial/biological and intellectual/spiritual 
preconditions is one of the reasons why today's 
equating of patriotism or ethno-patriotism and or 
racial and ethnic preservation in the face of potential 
(auto-)genocide, with "Nazis" and "Nazism" by the 
Agents of the Devil, i.e. the Manifestations of the 
Satanic Circus Monkey, who behind a cloak of "anti¬ 
racism" push for extreme anti-white racism, whilst - in 
totally brazen and sickening fashion - guarding the 
Satanic Circus Monkey Compound from the Truth of 
its DISGUSTING HYPOCRISY AND ABSOLUTELY 
DESPICABLE, VOMIT-INDUCING DOUBLE STANDARDS, 
whilst accumulating in-group BILLIONS and BILLIONS 
and BILLIONS, and whilst spreading and disseminating 
more and more FILTH, DEGENERACY and ANOMIE, 
etc., etc., etc.)... (another reason why the so-called 
"white nationalists/identitarians" are so far from 
"victory" that it's not even funny is that the group 
"causing all the trouble" had been at it for about five 



centuries before - (we Fell, they got in with the Italo- 
Latins, America was opened up (even though they 
were expelled), they got in with the Ottomans, the 
Dutch, the English, the French, the Germans, the 
Russians, et al., etc.) - the most recent two to three 
centuries when on the back of the Industrial 
Revolution and Capitalism, and European Imperialism 
and thereafter USA hegemony, it's elites put itself in 
the position whereby GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
control of world finances means that no-one apart 
from a foreign Power is going to fund you sufficiently 
and consistently (and a foreign Power would not be 
able to do it sufficiently and consistently) for you to 
get to the point of seizing power, even if things broke 
down internally (and a foreign Power is ultimately 
only interested in itself, and rightly so)... their own 
centuries-and-centuries-long Long March means that 
only another Long March from the Outside can "do the 
job" on them, because from the Inside they have you 
where they want you... remember that scene in that 
Orson Welles movie not long after Citizen 
Kane (not The Magnificent Ambersons (which I think is 
even better than Kane), but the one where Orson does 
the fake Irish accent), when in the House of 
Mirrors, they are every mirror? Hahahahaha!)... From 
the point of view of tactics, it really surprises me, 
though, how the so-called "white nationalists and 
separatists" haven't got into a tactical alliance with 
"black nationalists and separatists" and or 
"Mohammedan nationalists and supremacists" (and or 
even some or a few remaining "Leftists" who actually 
want to "fight the system" and oppose e.g. Neo-Zio-Con 
and or other wars of mass murder of Innocents, etc.), 



because they ALL do have a common Foe... 
HAHAHAHAHA!!!.... by the way, I love the scene in La 
Chinoise when we get to see the French countryside 
through the train window, whilst the retarded 
"revolutionary" female talks total shit incl. about 
terrorism, to an experienced, commonsensical 
Algerian national-liberation campaigner and warrior... 
and very pointedly, just a few minutes later we hear 
that if you put newborns in an environment without 
adults talking to them, next to a sheep pen, and return 
after 15 years, as ancient Egyptians - who believed 
their language was "of the Gods" - did, then what you'll 
hear is youth bleating like sheep... so if we GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY own and or (at least partially, 
but to a significant extent) control (in collusion with 
our agreeing and complying out-group "friends" 
whom we buy with MONEY, emotional/psychological 
"treatment" (cf. A Clockwork Orange ), etc.) the Mass 
Media, Mass Entertainment, the Universities and the 
Education Systems, the Courts, the Government, the 
Banks, Finances,... then... 

At the end of the day, some films are worth seeing 
once, others are to be adored... There is no 
comparison between Jean Luc-Godard and Jacques 
Tati... the latter made Monsieur Hulot someone as 
humans we can LOVE, and who always leaves us at the 
very least with... a SMILE...]] 

[[I love this man, he is a very impressive thinker, a 
real social psychology professor and not a Mickey 
Mouse Tribal You Tube "personality", he is my 
compatriot (I'd love to dance a Taapuco with him!) 
even though between him and me there many billions 




of people and many thousands of miles, and he tackles 
head-on in an absolutely persuasive fashion the 
accusation of "conspiracy theory" which those who do 
not want their revealing/exposing throw at anyone 
who honestly wants to seek the truth. We've said it 
many times, that the causal chains of the 
development(s) of capitalism go back many centuries, 
but as those chains of causation unfolded a particular 
"parasite" and or "vulture" latched on, or rather and 
perhaps more accurately, interwove and intertwined 
deeply within the mesh and network of relations, first 
of British and French Imperialism(s), as well as in 
Germany (Italy, Russia,...), and then with American 
world Hegemony or "imperialism",... through its areas 
of "expertise",... and ended up with the GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power that they have 
today as elites (filtering benefits down throughout all 
or much of their group) and in particular for the last 
couple of centuries in Europe/Russia and the 
USA/UK/Canada/ Australia, mostly. They are the facts 
(at the end of the day, it matters not whether a 
particular person said something about controlling 
the money supply and the subsequent irrelevancy of 
those who "make the laws" etc. - just look at the facts: 
see who the billionaires, international bankers, 
superior court justices, big-money donors to political 
parties, elite university "professors", owners and or 
controllers of Mass Media and Mass Entertainment, 
etc., etc., etc., are in GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
numbers - so just stick to the FACTS! and then it 
becomes obvious that "something fishy is going on" = 
in-group networking, which they then say is a 
"nonsensical conspiracy theory" - oh, how 



convenient!!!). My fellow Rhomio doesn't say 
"international usury" or "international markets" as 
some other of our outstanding compatriots say, but: 

"It is a matter, in other words, of an ideological 
terrorism which has been imposed for the last 30-40 
years through the organic intellectuals of 
internationalised casino capitalism, on the European 
mass media and on education. It permeates the values 
of pacifism which correspond with the logic and the 
interests of the globalised capitalistic world and 
forbids one from even thinking about the possibility of 
inter-group clashes in terms of national political 
contrasts." (He is talking about fires in the former 
Greece and the deaths of dozens of people (30th of 
July 2018), and the possible interest in fires and 
destabilisation of various neighbouring and other 
countries and or groups - but the references/allusions 
can and do go further). 

«npoK£iTai pE dcAAoc A.6 yicc, Y lct H lct iS£oA.OYiKrj xpopoKpaxia Ttou exei etiiPAt|0ei e8o) kcu 30-40 
Xpovia, pioio xiov opYocvuciov SiavooupEviov xou 8 ie0votioit|pevou Ka^ivoKamxaXiapou, oxa 
EupamcuKa MME koci gxt|v ekticuSeuoti. Aiocxeei xiq a^iEq xou Eipr|viopou tiou avxiaxoixouv oxiq 
A.oyik£«; koci xa auptpEpovxa Evoq TictYKOopioitoiT|pEvou KamxaXiaxiKOU Koopou 
EpnopEupaxonoiripEviov koivojvikojv oxeoeiov Kai cmccYopEUEi aKopa Kai va OKE<pxEi kccveu; xo 
evSexopevo tiov SiopaSiKiov ouYKpouoEtov pE opouq eOvuciov TioXixiKtov avxnxapa0EOEtov.» 

https://slpress.gr/idees/oi-pyrkagies-kai-oi-politika- 

orthos-skeptomenoi-ilithioi/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true ]J 

[[Strictly In-Group Business Here: 
’EneiSrp; 6 EuYYpa<p£v<; iixo elq ano xoix; 
anouSai(ji)T£pou<; 'EAAr|va<; too 20ou at., 
Kai £TT£i8f|<; 6 Avu|ji 6<; xou EuyYpatpEox; 
y£viK(U(; 5iaKpiv£xai Kai avxoq £iq xov 





xo|i£av xou, onax; 6 paKapixriq Kal 
ttoAin; CTuyxtop£pivoq auxov 0£ioq 

£8iaKpi0T| £iq XOV TOp£aV aUTOUVOV, 

Siaxa^a) Sia S£ux£pav <popav, va 
aXoAiaao) Kaiiax; EmKpixiKooq Kaxi xiq 
ttov ypctq)£i 6 Avu|ji6<; xov EuyypatpEax; - 
f| CTt|p£pivr) Aiaanopa xoov EAArjvaiv, 
ouSfpiav oxioiv £X£i p£ 7iaXaia)X£pa<; 
£Kq)dvCT£iq xoO diio8r|pou £AAr|viapo{3. 
"Excd ^r|CT£i Kai Suo y£V££<; xou £K 
'EAAaSoq ku paxoq p.£xavaaxd)v (r| 

TTpwxri xdiv y£V£d>v auxwv £v ATto8ripia 
xf) Sek. xov 1920 Kai 1930, t) S£ux£pa 
twv Sek. xov 1950 Kai 1960), Kaixf)v 
y£V£a £pou (pvaiKwq, Kai xf|v xpixr|v Kai 
xt|v x£xdpxr)v (Kaixfiv <n]p.£pivT|v £K 
EAAa8o<; xwv rj8r| d(p£AAt|viCTp£va)v 
v£(i)v). 0 paOpoq d(p£AAr)viapoi) (eon; 
100% xrjq CTUvxpiTixiKfjq TiA.£ioi|jr|(pLa<; 
xfjq xpixriq Kai x£xapxt|q y£v £&<;), Kai 6 
PaOpoq d(popoio)a£ax; £iq xf|v 
dyyXdqxrtvriv 

Si)xiKopa^iKoSripoKpaxiKf|v Koivwviav 
£ivai x£xoioq Kai xouruxo<; ttov r) povt] 



sAmq elvai £v EAAaSi. Av 8£v ol £v 
'EAAaSi £iiav£AAr|viaTo{)v tcc <; £Ti:op£va<; 
8£Ka£xla<; S£v 0a pEivt] cntoAuTax; 
TlUOT£^. "OA .01 KaxaXdp£T£ TO, xwpa! 

Aev ditdpx£i aAAoq XP® V0< > Sia xdaipov. 
Twpa, <nip£pov, now! irai^ExaiTi 
uitap^u; r|pa>v, Kai £mxov napovxoq oxi 

pOVO l)aX£pOVp£V, KVploA-EKTlKWq 

aKdpoup£v xov Xcikkov t|pa>v pipa p£ 
xr|v f)p£pav, p£ia>vovxa<; 0 A 0 Kai 
Ti£piaa6x£po xaq mOavoxnxai; va 
£^£X0ovp£v too XdcKKOD. EiSdAAwq f^ 8 ' 
t 5 ap0o, opOoxaxo, £K p£pov><; too 
£oyypa(p£ax; too AvuJjiov (p£ aXXa 
Xoyia, oxi A.£y£i 6 ApPavixrp; 
(KapapnxAiaq) too £^op lax ou 
Appavlxou Koppovviaxfj naxpoq avxou 
Tip£iT£i va £Tiav^ri0fj Kai va 
'jtoAA.airA.aaiaaxfj iva HEpaap, rj 
aKpip£ax£pax;, pitaq KaiirEpaop, £iq 
Koppaxi £axo) xfjq ax^Sov E^oAoKAppou 
Xopoxoprip£vri<; «£Aix» (Aimoupai, 
aAXa,... 

<paaK£A.OKOv)KouXa)axa... KwvcTxavxdpac; pxv, aAAd Se 
| i£ SotKpua TioAAd axd oppdxux...)'). 



https: //www.analvstsforchange.org/2 01 

8/08/blog-post 682.html?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true] ] 


[[I feel there is a need to repeat this, because many people are 
RETARDED and or easily FORGET: I always respect those who stand by 
and for their group, because every single individual's identity - one way 
or another, more tightly or more loosely - relates to groups or a group, 
even though e.g. Neveko<;, Martin, Osman, Richard, Charles, Khalid, Judas, 
'EcpidA.xr|q 6 Eupu8r|pou et al. have done me and my group so much 
damage. It is always up to me and my group to stand up to the THREAT to 
the extent that is realistically possible in each and every given historical 
and social-political context. Those, though, whom I can never respect, 
are the RETARDED, who try to tell me that A is B (whilst "just happening" 
to leave out material and relevant factors C and D etc.), or, that 1 is 2. 
They are truly PATHETIC and DISGUSTING.]] 

[[I also like repeating this because it's TRUE: why on earth would anyone 
in his right mind want to become "famous" or "notorious" or otherwise 
"known" when one's culture (and race and ethnos) is effectively dead 
and all that remains are - subjectively seen, as a matter of Taste - 
ANIMALS? (the need and desire for anonymity also often applied - 
obviously for totally different reasons - during (the latter part of) Main 
Historical Phase 2 (323B.C./ 330A.D.-1204/1453 = my personal 
favourite), but definitely not in 1 (say 1450B.C.-323B.C./ 330A.D.) or 3 
(1204/1453 -1950/1990)... and Phase 4 (1950/1990-present), as well 
all know now, is yux to TiouTao... On the other hand, for as long as I live, 
P.K.'s work and my work is to be protected as far as possible by (ab)use 
by absolutely anyone, but particularly by them...]] 

[[TAKE NOTE: Let's for argument's sake say that there is a "world 
system" in place which has a certain "leadership". And let's also say that 
certain "youth" want to "change the system" and remove the said 
"leadership". Apart from the fact that it won't be those "youth" who will 
"do the job", but rather decades or even centuries of other MEN, even if 
those "youth" could "do the job", it is almost certain that the transition to 
their reign, and their reign, will either be a lot worse, or eventually, 
about the same, in relation to the elite-people dynamic - though there 
might be a definite "improvement" in aesthetics for at least some 
people.]] 





[[TAKE NOTE 2: Let's say, for argument's sake, that we have a country 
with three groups: group A, group B and group C. And let's say that group 
A and group C did a lot of harm to group B, but that group B has certain 
characteristics which makes the vast majority of people from groups A 
and group C not want to live with most people from group B. Why would 
the leadership and many in group C keep insisting that group A "must" 
mingle with group B for reasons x, y, z other than for reasons of divide 
and rule, divide and conquer? Who would not then, upon realising this, 
not want to see group C - at least as far as its elite is concerned - removed 
or even SLAUGHTERED, particularly when one considers that members 
of group C profiteer every time masses from group A and other groups 
are SLAUGHTERED? Thankfully, because History Takes a Long Time, and 
since Group A has become RETARDED, or rather, almost FULLY 
LOBOTOMISED, there is always going to be a Group D or E or...]] 

[[When the SWORD or GUILLOTINE of the T???, of the G?????, of the 
A??????? and of the J?? hangs over one's head, and when the R?????? is too 
far, the C 1111111 alien, and when one's brain has had a LOBOTOMY, I 
really don't see that there can be much hope, can you?]] 

[[This is what a dwarf without ears told me: "It goes without saying that 
the elites, including a grossly disproportionate number of people of a 
particular tiny group hated throughout history as disgustingly sickening 
and EVIL, at least at elite level, promoted and succeeded in bringing into 
Europe and other Western countries millions of non-European 
Mohammedans and other Africans without once consulting the 
indigenous relatively and or mostly white peoples of the West whether 
they agreed to that or not, as well as top-down using the mass media, 
mass entertainment and mass indoctrination/"education" systems to 
convince the masses of the "need"... and e.g. in the case of Greece, 
pushing through a whole lot of absolutely filthy and disgusting 
degeneracy against the will of the vast majority of the people through 
Satanic Circus Monkey Embassies, incl. the ipso facto disproportionate 
potentially widespread abuse of children, etc., in a programme to further 
reinforce low birth-rates and public health risks and diseases - apart 
from all the degeneracy (and the betrayal of Hellenic Macedonia without 
even so much as asking the people who were by a vast majority 
opposed),... so that, inter alia, the Satanic Circus Monkey with its Satanic 
Circus Monkey Compound could not only "help" destroy historically 
European and relatively white peoples, but to also "have an excuse" if 
and when it decides to commit mass slaughter and or other crimes, since 
it is ABSOLUTELY CERTAIN at some point ALL HELL WILL BREAK LOOSE 
with the Mohammedans and Africans in large numbers in Europe, and 
SATAN, as the Satanic Circus Monkey, wants to do stuff in and around its 







Satanic Circus Monkey COMPOUND etc.. And all of that was done within 
the context of "human rights" and "democracy" promoted by (Zio-)USA 
and all of its friends." I didn't say anything, because the dwarf did not 
have ears, but I've been trying to figure out ever since then, how the 
dwarf knew how to speak.]] 

[[For as long as I live I shall tell you this TRUTH: No matter how powerful 
you are today, no matter how successful, no matter how many more 
victories you will celebrate, no matter how many triumphs will be yours, 
tomorrow you are DEAD. Tomorrow, i.e. in one hundred, five hundred, 
five thousand or a million years, you are GONE. What can happen to an 
Aboriginal, what can happen to Geronimo, what can happen to Achilles 
and Constantine [me], can and will happen to YOU, Disgusting Revolting 
Hideous ANIMAL!!! (and it probably won't be in 5000 or in a million 
years... though I can't know for sure...)...]] 

[[When I first went Home in 1980 I noticed - because very observant and 
very inquisitive 9 year olds pay very close attention to many (fine and 
crude) details - a demographics, and ^culture - particularly amongst the 
people then alive born c. 1900-1920. Today, I only see white, brown, 
yellow and black monkeys, orangutans, chimpanzees, gorillas and apes. 
And behind them: SATAN and its SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY.]] 

[[Why is it that when, after having lived nearly all our lives for decades 
as CONVICTS in a foreign, alien Land, some 15,000 kilometres away... and 
whilst wishing all our fellow CONVICTS and MASTERS the best of LUCK 
and harbouring no malice or hate whatsoever against good, hard¬ 
working and decent fellow human beings, in fact having a friendly 
disposition to all of them regardless of Race, Religion, Conviction, - but 
they must be good and hard working... why then, when we go to my 
woman's father's village we AUTOMATICALLY FEEL AT HOME? Village, 
Church, Church Bell ringing every day, villagers of the SAME RACE, the 
SAME LANGUAGE, the SAME HISTORICAL CULTURE (unfortunately a lot 
of Tradition has already been discarded), we feel AUTOMATICALLY AT 
HOME! WHY? Because we kept the flame in our hearts and in our souls 
ALIVE as if we were living in a State of Centuries of Ottoman Occupation. 
We NEVER EVER LIVED IN CONVICT LAND. NEVER EVER. WE WERE 
ALWAYS HOME. BECAUSE WE NEVER EVER FORGOT OUR 
GRANDPARENTS - whether we met them or not - AND WE -1 after many 
"adventures", my woman always from the beginning - PUT SATAN AND 
ITS DISGUSTING REVOLTING VILE HORRIFIC HORRIBLE REPREHENSIBLY 
VULGAR UGLY SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY OUT OF OUR LIVES!!! We never 
ever ever borrowed or owed SATANIC CIRCUS MON(K)EY from or to 
ANYONE and WE KEPT OUR SOULS AS CLEAN AS POSSIBLE (mine being 
much less cleaner than my woman's, BUT still - even with the help of the 



Rev. Gary Davis (who of course racially, culturally, linguistically has next 
to nothing to do with me - but we still connected!) - went back into "the 
light of this world"... naxpiSa, 0pt|aK£ia, OiKoyEVEia... everything else - 
apart from a few exceptions which are always allowed and even 
necessary - is SATAN and its SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY!!! Money might 
be necessary, but it can't be EVERYTHING. Once Money becomes 
disproportionately the object of one's existence (like it did for my 
parents and my woman's mother - but not her father (he knew... 6 0eo <; 
va rov avyxajpvaei)), then one's existence is SATAN-FUCKED AND 
SATANIC-CIRCUS-MONKEY-FINISHED EVEN BEFORE DEATH!!!]] 

[[Hellenism absorbed what it absorbed from the Middle East (Asia and 
Africa) and on the shoulders of Alexander, and then Constantine, threw 
out and kept, i.e. synthesised, its Continuity throughout the centuries, 
millennia - as late as the late 20th century, having started before Troy.]] 

[[When a retarded "white nationalist" or "white identitarian" spoke to 
Long-Term View of History (LTVH), LTVH thundered thus: "Listen here, 
Imbecile, you're not even in the Fight. You are Suicide Man and Too Late 
Man (i.e. Yesterday's Man) and you effectively are DEAD. It's now a Fight 
between Han Man, Ape(-Anomie) Man and Globalising Satanic Man; 
Hindu Man will probably remain in the background, and Rus Man needs 
much more Orthodox Church and many more babies and far less Vodka 
if he wants to be around, too." Retarded white (pagano- 
)nationalist/identitarian wanted to argue and as he was about to reply, 
LTVH swatted-extinguished Him just by looking at him.]] 

[[On the other hand, even though an "intermediate, mutatis mutandis, 
Parthian-like" period is more than possible, in fact probable, long-term, 
you can't have a meta-development of Western civilisation (based on 
Helleno-Romanism, Christianity and pre-1945 Germano-Nordic 
Secularism) without Western peoples, i.e. relatively - like it or not - 
white peoples - and not just for aesthetic reasons. Because evolutionary 
biology and socio-biology are realities, they don't need to be 
overestimated, but underestimating them means collective suicide: SO if 
Western lands don't secure e.g. 70%+ (for Greece, Italy and Spain (and 
Southern France!) I'd like, i.e. as a Fantasy, at least Han 90%+ levels of) 
white descendant majorities, then they are DEFINITELY DONE FOR. All 
counter arguments are Variations on a Satanic Circus Monkey Lobotomy 
Theme, because the first thing the Satanic Circus Monkey should do if it 
was to have any credibility is to open up the Satanic Circus Monkey 
Compound to at least 6 million, that is to say, SIX MILLION, replenishing 
and refreshing BLACK AFRICAN AND ARAB MUSLIMS (as well as mixing 
in many different and diverse Asians and Africans into suburbs in the 
Diaspora that are fairly "homogeneous" as regards a particular group 



with their Real Estate Agents and their in-group rigging of auctions etc. 
which many out-group people have witnessed over many years in 
specific suburbs, etc., etc., etc.)... and then we could have an "honest, 
open and serious discussion about RACE"...]] 

[[For an American, e.g. Foreign Policy Realist or Moderate/Sensible 
Patriot, the "Skopje-Macedonia" matter is silly. And I understand that 
absolutely because from his point of view it is not a matter that interests 
him. From a Greek's point of view, Macedonia we are, i.e. it's part of our 
collective imagination = collective identity (apart from the hundreds or 
up to ? several thousands ? dead incl. the heroes flauXoq McAaq, TcAAoq 
'Aypaq in the campaigns of Macedonian Liberation 1904-1908), so that if 
we were to have any kind of future to be able to survive into the 22nd 
century, we'd have the demographics, cultural consciousness, economy 
and military to a) conquer Skopje and Northern Epirus; b) fully Hellenise 
all the peoples there; c) agree with Turkey to take all of Western Turkey, 
Northern Cyprus etc. back and fully Hellenise 20 million Turks; d) agree 
with Turkey to then unite with the Turks and the Kurds, along with the 
Bulgurs, the Serbs, as well as dragging the Teutons and Franks along, in a 
Huge Empire which would ally with Armenia, Russia and with China, and 
e) SMASH the ZIO-USA Empire once and for all, but leaving the state of 
I????? in tact because we do actually respect the H?????s' contribution to 
Western civilisation, including both Philo and Josephus and quite a 
number of others like Romanos the Melodist and Engonopoulos who are 
already and forever fully ours. Now that is a FANTASY that can only ever 
be a... FANTASY!!! And if it were not a FANTASY, and was even in small 
part some kind of reality, then the American patriot would look at the 
notion of "silly" somewhat differently!!!]] 


[[How can one know mid-2018 that the Elite of Europe have not already 
planned to Conscript the Invading Hordes into a European Army in 
exchange for Citizenship? Who knows what Germany and France have 
planned for the Balkans or further afield? Or finally for the protection of 
Borders (we wish)? Who knows?] J 


[[My women senses that P.K. has already - 
unacknowledged of course - been used, and is being 
used, and will be used, in a number of different 
countries a lot more than I could ever imagine. You 
see, women have a Sense for Stuff.]] 

[[I, the literary persona of Nobody, have clearly and repeatedly indicated 
and at times spelled out, incl. through references to others, that - no 





matter what my prejudices and biasses are, what my fundamental world 
view (world theory) (world image) is - there is ONLY ONE WAY OUT: and 
that is GROSSO MODO, retreat into one's own SPHERE, one's own SPACE, 
love of the local, love of one's group, strong borders and boundaries 
(cultural and or material). Love of Self, first, then appreciation (or even 
love) of the Other (if the Other is not a THREAT). The other course, the 
Path of the Devil, of Satan and its Satanic Circus Mon(k)ey, the Road of 
Disproportion, Asymmetry and the DISGUSTINGLY UGLY, can only lead 
to one place: HELL - notwithstanding that Science qua Science sees no 
inherent or eternal: Heaven, Hell, God, Satan, Beautiful, Ugly, 

Oppression, Exploitation, Freedom, Penal Colony, Good, Bad, Evil, Right, 
Wrong, Home, Strange-Foreign-Alien Land - and eventually, ultimately - 
only ever sees: Nothing. People, though, can never (fully) be Science.]] 

[[It's so, so, so very obvious that ??????rt was set up, like ???a ?????t's 
operations, to channel the once core part of the historical main 
population - which was always going to get angry sooner or later (over 
borders, immigration, Mohammedans, etc.) - away from that question 
and that very real problem and bleedingly obvious reality, and always in 
favour of thatnation and country. Only someone totally blind, 
brainwashed or high on drugs would not be able to see that. The way it 
works is this: even if a genuinely far-right or Neo-Nazi party became a 
mass party in the West - and there are no objective conditions of 
"political communication" yet or perhaps even any more for such a thing 
to happen; all that is appearing is centre-right or right-wing Western 
mass-democratic parties which on many matters can be like a centre-left 
Western mass-democratic party of the 1980s - you would find that the 
Satanic Circus Monkey would have its people in that party and would try 
to control that party. I've seen and heard e.g. on two occasions a Satanic 
Circus Monkey clown pretending to be a "friend" of the Far-Right, and 
whose sole purpose is to get them on record to say that they support 
mass slaughter like a particular chappy with a funny moustache and 
weird haircut, etc., and he does it by pretending to be "their friend". All 
of this is very sick stuff and obviously has nothing to do with any kind of 
governmental democracy of the type Contogeorgis always talks about 
and which has only every existed in various forms in the Hellenic world, 
i.e. based on a racially, ethnologically and or culturally/religiously 
relatively homogeneous community with actual day-to-day participation 
in governing. In mass hedonistic/tv or internet-labotomised societies 
based on a form of capitalism or social welfare state capitalism etc., i.e. 
where money dominates everything, since everything is to be 
"monetised", then the Satanic Circus Monkey and all its bought proxies 
endeavours to control absolutely everything that relates to power where 
it counts - from politics to culture (and particularly since it has centuries 




of monetary experience as we all know). Now, the reality is that the 
masses of the West after WW2 have enjoyed levels of material comfort at 
a mass level hitherto unknown in human history incl. because of 
historical exploitation of labour (white, black, brown, yellow, etc.), of the 
"undeveloped world" and because of (Zio-)USA geopolitical power, 
technological developments, etc.), though that now seems to be changing 
or is not as "certain" as it used to seem. Realistically, however, there is 
no chance the West can reform itself from within to rid itself of the 
cancer of the Satanic Circus Monkey, for as we have said, it is in all vital 
organs of the body politic. At best, some kind of compromise or 
equilibrium with non-Western powers as indicated by M. Lind, and a 
better balance between "corporate power" and workers and "ordinary 
folk" (white, black, brown, or yellow - it matters not) is the best that can 
possibly be achieved. The thing is though that the Satanic Circus Monkey 
and or China and or ??? might drive things to Catastrophe, in any event. 
But realistically the "hard Right" just like the "hard Left" of socialism are 
NOT or presently do not seem to be in the game (their days were c. 1910 
to c. 1945). Globalising Satanic Circus Monkey and or (Zio-)USA(-UK), 
China, and Japan, India, Germany (-France), Turkey etc. are "in the 
game"... in the struggle for resources and access to goods, and whatever 
"cut" the (Zio-)USA sphere has in future decades, it'll be absolutely 
certain that the Satanic Circus Monkey will be present at points of 
concentrated power - there's a quote by FDR saying that in politics and 
policy everything is "planned" - anyone with half a brain knows exactly 
what he was talking about, particularly in the light of the Woodrow 
Wilson quote below. If you have actually dealt with and observed closely 
Satanic Circus Monkey people - and I've done so over decades - and pay 
particular attention to how they smile, look at you, talk to you, look 
(wink etc.) at one other, talk to one another, how credible they are, their 
changes in emotions, etc., you will find that generally they DO DIFFER 
from "normal people" and they often - far more aggressively, far more 
deceitfully and far more effectively on average - do collude against out¬ 
group people to get their "This-World" advantage. Max Weber actually 
refers to this, and there are plenty of other resources to cross-check 
their behaviour, but if you've actually experienced it over many years, 
then you know for sure that all the PROPAGANDA about them is just that 
- DISGUSTING, REVOLTING, DESPICABLE, SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
PROPAGANDA. IT'S VERY, VERY SICK STUFF, AND CAN ONLY BE 
DESCRIBED AS A FORM OF SATANISM. And it is absolutely crystal-clear 
why throughout history they have been HATED and CHASED 
everywhere! THEY ARE INSUFFERABLE IN EVERY SENSE OF THE TERM, 
and even if one can have many good relationships with them at some 
level - eventually, more often than not, their true colours show... It's 
behaviour that all people can and do display BUT it is particularly 



concentrated in them on average and obviously MacDonald's thesis is at 
least partially right, but lacks the long historical-sociological view and 
an understanding of long historical causal chains and how parasitical in¬ 
group behaviour latches onto such long causal chains etc., which I have 
explained and referred to repeatedly. At the end of the day, the facts 
speak for themselves. They consistently accumulate GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of power across many areas, incl. by trying 
to suck the blood out of out-group people's labour and efforts, and such 
accumulations cannot possibly be because of Intelligence or Chance - it's 
definitely mainly in-group networking/collusion/nepotism etc., there is 
no other plausible explanation, it is verified by ad hoc observations by 
many people over centuries,... and they are the FACTS!!! So, P.K.'s work, 
because it is the peak of human achievement in the general or macro 
social sciences, can and only will be defiled by the Satanic Circus 
Monkey, because that's what it does, just like it has played such a key 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE role in defiling Christian and Western 
Secular-bourgeois culture, even though the Gentile generally definitely 
got the ball rolling himself and happily went with and or followed the 
Satanic Circus Monkey into so many manifestations of degeneracy, etc.,... 
Thus, it's best if possible to stay far away from them, and to be with one's 
own people, notwithstanding one's own people's many, many flaws and 
failings, just like one's own. (And of course all (especially) historical 
peoples have had their many disasters and catastrophes and triumphs 
and "all have their reasons" but at the end of the day every people wants 
their own space if they are going to be a people, and (Zio-)USA and the 
Satanic Circus Monkey in recent decades have got totally out of control 
with all their degenerate cultural diseases and other interference and 
must STOP and GO BACK - either peacefully or WHACK! It really is up to 
the Chinese and or good patriots in the USA and or ??? and or the Ape as 
Anomie... and the latter is the worst of all the possible players...)... We've 
said time and time again, multi-racialism and multi-culturalism HAS 
ABSOLUTELY NO LONG-TERM FUTURE... they are societies that have 
been formed in the West under GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE Satanic 
Circus Monkey and (Zio-)USA input... and they can only end up in General 
APE ANOMIE... whereas a relatively homogeneous (racially, 
ethnologically and or culturally structured and stratified) society like 
China or Japan or European countries or regions within Empires etc. 
prior to the 1950s or even 1990s, etc., etc., etc., can always come 
together again after any kind of religious and or ideological or other 
kinds of civil conflicts and civil wars... no-one here is talking about 
"purity", but we are talking about relative homogeneity for the sake of 
more cohesive collective identities and better or rather far better levels 
of social discipline and social cohesion... as well as the all-important 
sense of biological and or cultural continuity and not the degenerate 



massification, atomisation and alienation of Western hedonistic mass 
democracies...]] 

[[On my way to consult the Pythia, the Oracle of Delphi, a Madman 
stopped me and yelled at me: «Ao[5oxopqp£va ZtoaM! Ka0£a0£ Kai 
upoaKovaxE xo 'OAoicmjxa>pa xoii Eaxavct oxav 6 Eaxavch; ex ei 
ax£Sida£ixo 5 iko aaq 'OAoKcnrcajpcrnpo TtoAAoi3». And because he was 
truly MAD, I'm not going to bother translating either the literal or the 
hidden meaning of his words into English.]] 

[[AND a propos to what I said about A Summer at Grandpa's, have you 
dumb fucks even looked at, let alone ever studied 

Demosthenes's Funeral Oration ? Things and societies change, SURE, but 
some things are SINE QUA NON at least at some kind of level, for there to 
be some sort of CIVILISATIONAL CONTINUITY.]] 

[[BUT if you don't want to listen, then don't listen. Neither I, and 
certainly not P.K., wants to convince you of anything (though we do 
love our Collective Identity, our Group, our Culture, and that's why we 
write/wrote about them too and wanted US to live. Strict Science - 
although absolutely necessary for those who are interested - is not 
Enough - not even Necessary - for Humans.]] 

[["Aggressive or mild?" way of putting it: 

A: Do you support human rights which means everyone, i.e. all human 
beings, including Iranians, Israelis, Aborigines, Eskimos, white Germans 
and black Americans et al., is equal and has the same inherent equal 
value? 

B: Of course, I do. 

A: Then how is it that those pushing for globalisation including many 
International Bankers and many Billionaires and N.G.O.s GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY incl. members of a particular group, who are e.g. 
1 in 500 of the world's population but 1 in 7 of the world's billionaires, 
and are probably "behind", through banks etc., 2 or 3 in 7 or ???, I really 
don't know, of the world's billionaires? 

B: I can't answer that. 

A: Then you are not in the least bit sincere about "human rights", and 
"human rights" is just an empty phrase (civil rights in specific (nation- 
}states is what you really mean] through which you - with all your other 
empty words and phrases - try to convince people that your group's 
elites' GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE accumulations and concentrations 
of forms of POWER are "legit". SO in effect you are just a (spokesman] 
SWINDLER and a GANGSTER looking after your own MOB and NOTHING 
ELSE!!! Wish I were around when another MOB or MOBS - as will happen 
one day - knocks or knock you off your Perch!!! 



B: Sorry? Pardon me? 

A: Look, you say "Say no to anti-S???????! Enough is Enough" and you get 
your contacts in the Mass Media which you "just happen" to GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY own and or control and or influence to GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY advertise you defending your own group - and 
good for you! I, however, say "Say no to Zio-Imperialism and Anti- 
Hellenism or Anti-Gentilism! ENOUGH IS ENOUGH" and nobody pays any 
attention, but the reality is that all over the Western world - or at least in 
some key countries - there are GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE OVER¬ 
REPRESENTATIONS of members of your group amongst Billionaires, 
Bankers, Financiers, superior court Justices and Judges, specialist 
doctors, elite university academics, policy advisers, politicians, Big Real 
Estate owners, Big-Money Donors to political parties of "multi-party 
democracy" - anywhere where power concentrates, there you are, 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY - you've even appointed local check¬ 
out dudes and girls at the local supermarket to "nudge, nudge, wink, 
wink" serve your own first or preferentially (apart from all those 
grotesque signs in huge letters pertaining to your eating habits, and not 
putting up Easter and Christmas decorations anymore, etc., etc., etc.) - 
I've seen it all with my very own eyes - and not to mention all the 
"International Bankers and Investors" involved in the financial ruin of 
the former Greece (which of course is to blame 70-90%, but you still get 
involved to get your pound of flesh for a 30-10% (incl. Germany jointly 
and severally) portion of the blame to be attributed to you (and 
Germany) - oh shit, the old "Marxist-Leninist-Stalinist-Maoist-Ho-Chi- 
Minhist-Che-ist" is coming out from within me!!! HAHAHAHAHA!!!)!!! 

B: Don't you think you're a tad over-the-top? If you support Science as 
you say you do, why go after just one group when you know yourself that 
all groups can show or do show greed, lust, violence, aggression etc.? 

A: Look, from the point of view of Science, all groups and positions are 
totally and absolutely and always indifferent - including the highly 
LOADED and CHARGED with Normative and Biassed Content positions of 
Tolerance and Love and Acceptance etc., or, are simply objects of 
description and explanation. But Science does not exist as a Substance or 
Essence - to talk metaphysics - outside of humans,... and humans have 
their own groups, values, etc., which can and do differ between some 
humans. I definitely can relativise myself and see that my group and I 
are ultimately a nothing, but because there must be a something I choose 
to support my group, which ipso facto means that in supporting my 
group then I am attacking your group if your group enters my group's 
space uninvited or invited because you have used means (money, 
military muscle, propaganda-brain washing, etc.) to get my group to 
invite you, and vice versa. So I am not going to mentally - because 
physically I am not in a position to do anything to your group - submit to 




your group's LIES, PROPAGANDA and general BULLSHIT in order to let 
the False Consciousness and Ideology you want me to have Dominate my 
thinking so you can RULE me both physically and mentally-emotionally. 
BECAUSE I LOVE MY IDENTITY AND MY GROUP SO MUCH, JUST LIKE YOU 
LOVE YOURS, THEN REGARDING THE AREAS WHERE WE CLASH, BOTH 
OF US MUST MUTUALLY SAY TO THE OTHER "FUCK YOU and FUCK 
OFF"!!! It's as simple as that. When I practice strict non-normative 
scientific description and explanation I "kind of step out of my Group's 
False Consciousness and Ideology" temporarily to engage in Science, and 
then when I am "a normal human being" I chase SATAN and its SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY in an admittedly very silly Don Quijote-like fashion by 
sitting in front of a computer writing stuff - which next to no-one reads 
or ought not read because they need to read, study and understand all of 
P.K.'s core books and articles first - and not engaging in politics in the 
sense of political parties, pressure or lobby groups, government, 
influencing public opinion via "social media", etc., fully immersed in my 
group's ideal (and not currently dominant) False Consciousness and 
Ideology, but whilst trying to stick to FACTS - ALL FACTS, not just those 
that suit me. At the end of the day, just like Science, I advocate, even as a 
literary persona, NO CHANGE to anything. CHANGE WILL COME ANYWAY, 
BECAUSE HUMANS ALWAYS CO-OPERATE AND CLASH, ETC.,... 

B: So why are you translating P.K. into English, dedicating decades of 
your life, to throw it all away into NOTHINGNESS? 

A: Because a) given I missed out on having "a normal life" axf|v TiaxpiSa 
pou, p£ xov tcoopo pou, xov Xao pou, xoix; aupnaxpunxcu; kccL xouq 
auyx^P 10 ™ 0 ^ pou, T( * £8ocq)t| pou, xo xd>P« pou, BaXaaaaq pou, xa 
pouvct pou, xouq Xotplaicouq pou, xaq KoiXaSaq pou, xcq p£paxi£<; pou, xa 
XaYK&Sia pou, xf|v vfjao pou, xov xoao pou, xouq xa<pou<; pou, xa 
povonaxia pou, xo x<*>pi6 pou,... I've always liked (intellectually) 
masturbating (it's pleasure without catching any diseases from anyone 
else); b) for the time being, at least, there's nothing better to do; c) My 
Tribe is effectively Dead so I really care NOT about absolutely anything 
else; AND d) I'm definitely not going to let you WARP IT if I can help it!!! 
(And even though B had a demonstrably superior IQ to A, because when 
they were children B got a scholarship to a particular school and A did 
not after both of them studied hard and sat for the "Scholarship 
Examination" in a particular suburb at a particular school..., B left - 
angry, frustrated, upset, almost crying - because he sensed A was a 
descendant of KoXoKoxpojvrp; and KapaiaKcucrp; and that can only mean 
- "STAY AWAY AND FUCK OFF - and even if you kill me - 0<x trou KXaaa> 
xov nouxaov!!!") HAHAHAHAHA!!!]] 

[[AND notwithstanding everything not written by P.K. on this site, we 
repeat the following: 



1) Everyone should abide by and obey the LAW. 

2) Everyone should try to be nice and honest to everyone (= probably 
not very realistic!). 

3) Everyone should pray for a miracle, because things - viewing matters 
over the long run - are NOT GOOD, NO, NOT GOOD AT ALL!!! (If certain 
aspects of Planetary Politics... are coming (even partially) true, then we 
are really, really, really in the POO!!!)]] 

[REMEMBER (again!): Whatever I write is 
not science, though it might contain some 
elements of the description of reality. 
Science qua science, could not care less 
which values, ideologies and power 
relations and power "structures", 
individuals and or groups, (aesthetic and 
other) likes and dislikes, are dominant or 
not... so, as far as science is concerned, 
world views and values, likes and 
dislikes,... at the extreme opposite of mine 
are just as describable and explainable 
and (potentially or actually) dominant or 
non-dominant, as the case may be, etc.,...] 

[Because the only people who really 
know, when it comes to non-theoretical, 
non-historical thought, are those who 
make the decisions, and all other 
"analysts" are part of or liable to all the 
deliberately disseminated 


misinformation by various agencies and 
media outlets, with all the GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE involvement of 
people from a particular group, at the 
end of the day, either «ev oi5a, on ovScv 
oi8a» (partially) applies and or the 
constants: group/individual, friend/foe, 
conflict/co-operation, power/identity, 
etc.. Then there is from Thucydides, 
Aristotle, Machiavelli, Hobbes,... to 
Clausewitz, Marx, Weber, Aron, and the 
noteworthy "analysts" such as 
Morgenthau, Waltz, H. Bull, 
Mearsheimer, et al.. Most if not nearly all 
of the other stuff is propaganda... and 
because they have a man, woman or it, 
across the whole spectrum, from the far 
Left to, (believe it or not) the far Right, 
too,... it really is up to the Chinese and or 
the Ape if they are good enough... the 
West, having already succumbed to 
Stage One "Apeification" (= increasing 
anomie arising from external becoming 
internal, and internal feeding more 



internal, factors) is now literally eating 
itself from within and shitting itself OUT, 
and will be GONE within a few or some 
decades or, far less likely, two or a few 
centuries... at the end of the day AGAIN, 
you can't have a debate about 
"community vs. society" when the 
absolutely essential ingredients of a 
community: common race (broadly 
defined) and or ethnology, common 
religion and or culture (broadly defined) 
are lacking... situations of extreme multi¬ 
racial, multi-cultural and diverse 
(whatever they might mean...) 
massification and atomisation and 
extreme power concentration amongst 
the Parasi tes an d Vultures, i.e. the FLEA, 
forming a ^^pus in every sense of the 
word Satanic Circus Monkey Society, 
means it's ALL OVER, RED ROVER... 
grosso modo, and very macro- 
historically seen... we've already told, in 
fact ORDERED our adult children NOT to 
have children (whether they'll listen is 



another matter)... there is no point... 
what is coming is not for humans with a 
relatively high level of pride in their 
ancestors and inherited 
identity/culture... enjoy what you can 
whilst it (still) lasts, if possible,... and the 
Best of Luck!...l 

Now for some "fun" and for some "crazy 
comments": apart from the fact that if 
the (Zio-)USA Imperium falls, which it 
will one day, things will probably or 
almost certainly will get MUCH WORSE 
for most in the West,... just by reading 
the Prologue to the Greek edition of 
P.K.'s book of articles relating to this 
page, it becomes bleedingly obvious 
that compared toother possible 
Presidents of the USA, Trump - it 
appears (I could be wrong) - is trying to 
take measures (or rather said he would 
take measures c. 2016), something like a 
Super Hero, to save us all, including his 
Zio-friends (and or Zio-masters, if that is 



the case), from complete and utter 
Catastrophe (though it could be 
that they have him totally by the Balls 
and he is simply their TOOL, c. 2018), 
and that commentators like Paul Craig 
Roberts are far closer to a realistic 
understanding of where the world is 
headed in the 21st century than the 
Babbling Cretins, Morons, Imbeciles and 
Retards "commentating" in the GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY Zio-Controlled 
Mass Media and Academia - and this site, 
and definitely not P.K. or myself - 
endorses or supports neither Trump 
(particularly if he goes to war against 
Persia, and as a Hellene and Roman, I 
obviously have no inherent sympathy 
for Persians... and there are those who 
say that war with Persia would be easy 
so it's worth doing... [personally, I have 
no idea, I simply don't know...]... let 
alone if he goes to war against Russia...), 
nor Paul Craig Roberts and 
commentators like him (though I have to 



admit that PCR often gets close to the 
reality of many issues being at least a 
factor in the destruction of the West, like 
it or 

not: https://www.unz.com/proberts/so 
uth-africa-is-on-the-road-to-barbarism- 

and-so-is-the-rest-of-the-west/?temp- 

new-window-replacement=true) . 
[[Though it must be said, when I read 

thiS" America’s Collapse Existence is running out for 

America PAUL craig Roberts • august 24,20is 

• 1,500 WORDS 

https://www.unz.com/proberts/watching-americas-collapse/ 7 temp-new-window- 

REPLACEMENT=TRUE 

"The security that insouciant Americans find in the belief that only the US is a 
superpower is ignorant beyond all belief. A new book by Andrei Martyanov 
published by Clarity Press proves that, at best, the US is a second rate military 
power that can be utterly destroyed at will by Russia along with the entirety of the 
stupid NATO countries, every one of which is militarily impotent. In the present 
correlation of forces, nothing whatsoever can be done to save a square inch of the 
Western world if Russia ever has enough of the absurd accusations, absurd 
threats, absurd posturing of a totally inferior military power drunk on its own 
ignorant hubris. 

Americans are too insouciant to know it, but they are living day by day only at 
the mercy of Russia." 

All I can say is that I cannot possibly 
vouch for the even partial veracity of 
such a statement. I simply don't know, 
and I would be highly suspicious of its 
possible veracity. In other words, PCR 
might hit the mark or come close to 
hitting the mark a lot of the time, but 









there are QUESTION MARKS even BIG 
QUESTION MARKS, TOO!!! - The first 
question that immediately comes to 
mind is that if Russia has such an 
"advantage" why doesn't it execute a 
pre-emptive strike or take other pre¬ 
emptive measures, etc., and why has 
NATO been able to virtually encircle it, 
incl. in relation to the Ukraine? SO, 
something smells very FISHY here... of 
course, the retort is the Putin did what 
he did to Zio-USA in Syria, and in Central 
Asia (and re: Turkey?), and Vlad is 
simply playing High Stakes Chess... 
biding his Time... so I suppose we'll just 
have to wait and see... 

The answer to the main question which 
PCR correctly poses is in Clausewitz's 
"tact of judgement" - and the "when to 
make one's move" and "to what extent 
one should make the move" is something 
that no-one online and not "in the "full- 
know" and in power where the decisions 



are actually made and taken" can 
possibly know... 

https: //www.unz.com/proberts/provoc 

ations-have-a-historv-of-escalating-into- 
war/?temp-new-window- 
replacement=true] ] (the good thing 
about a nuclear war coming about 
because Russia won't deal with Israel, 
France, the USA et al re: Syria etc., "in 
which we all die and the planet as well" - 
if it were to ever happen, is that we 
won't be around so that the guy who 
predicted it can say "I told you so!". And 
for as long as such a nuclear war or any 
nuclear/WMD war does not eventuate, 
we can all hope for a Blocpolitik or 
Kenneth Waltz-like accommodation of 
the major Powers in an Equilibrium 
betwixt, and Balancing of, One Another, 
and or their contentment to stay put in 
their respective Spheres of Influence, 
etc.. That means that day-to-day 
happenings must be seen over the 
medium-to-long run as what one side 







concedes to, or takes from, another side, 
etc.. For those of us without any real 
"inside" knowledge - "wait and see" is all 
we can say. (The other very real issue 
from Russia's point of view is that the 
Ruskies don't want to be "gobbled up" by 
China. A Russian patriot would want 
Russia to survive and prosper and not 
become a Chinese Province; hence, the 
long-term strategic consideration of not 
"falling into China's arms" too easily. 
Theoretically, it would be best for Russia 
- as it would be best for the West - to co¬ 
operate with Europe (Germany-France) 
and the USA to balance China over the 
long run, with Hindu Man sort of sitting 
or rather floating in the Background not 
doing much but still always being 
there meditating, ruminating, floating 
and contemplating "What the Thunder 
Said"...)) 

HENCE, it's just that compared to most or 
nearly all possible Presidents (c. 2018) 
or Social-Political-Economic 



commentators j n j-jjg "regular 

mainstream mass 
media" in the (Zio-)USA- 
Anglo sphere (incl. the UK, 
Australia, Canada), they 
seem to come closest to 
being at least - as it 
probably seems (one can 
never be sure) - somewhat 
(more often than not, at 
least) sensible and 
realistic and not hell-bent 
on pursuing ABSOLUTELY 
INSANE, LOBOTOMISED 
ZIO-NEO-PSYCHO-CON- 
UTOPIAN DELUSIONS OF 



"ONE WORLD", "GLOBAL 
VILLAGE", "GLOBO-HOMO- 
FEM(IN)0-FAGGOT", 
"OBONGO'/MERKEL- 
"MUTTER'-TYPE of DIVIDE 
AND RULE, DIVIDE AND 
CONQUER GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE 
ACCUMULATIONS OF 
FORMS OF POWER AS 
WORLD DOMINATION, 
FUCKING RIDICULOUS 
ANIMALS (though it could 
be that they have Trump by 
the Balls, well and good, 
when comparing 2018 to 



the 2016 rhetoric)!!! 
WORDS CANNOT DESCRIBE 
HOW FUCKING SICK YOU 
ARE!!! AND IN THE FACE 
OF POTENTIAL NUCLEAR 
WAR WITH CHINA AND OR 
RUSSIA, AS WELL AS MASS 
(EURO-SUICIDAL) APE 
ANOMIE FEEDING INTO 
EUROPE FROM AFRICA 
AND ASIA (INCL. 
MOHAMMEDANISM, 

WHICH OBVIOUSLY HAS, IN 
PRACTICE (NOT "IN 
THEORY"), NO FUCKING 
LONG-TERM PLACE IN THE 



WEST EVEN ON A MEDIUM- 
, LET ALONE, LARGE- 
SCALE, IF THE WEST IS TO 
REMAIN SOMETHING LIKE 
SOME SORT OF WEST 
- NONE FUCKING 
WHATSOEVER!!!), I'M 
BEING VERY, 

VERY, VERY MODERATE 
AND RESTRAINED WITH 
MY WORDS, YOU 
ABSOLUTELY FUCKING 
DISGUSTING ANIMALS 
(subjectively seen, as a 
matter of Taste, of 
course)!!! (And obviously 



I'm not advocating any 
normative- 
political /ideological 
programme. YOU, as the 
"sophisticated, cultured, 
cosmopolitan and 
nuanced, erudite and 
urbane", "anti-racist, anti¬ 
sexist, homophilic, Islamo/ 
Semitophilic" "saviours of 
Humanity" you are, FIGURE 
IT OUT YOURSELVES. 
Personally, I - and I really 
hope I'm wrong - think 
(and "feel" or "sense") it's 



already TOO FUCKING 
LATE!!!)... 

[[ Further Food for Thoug ht. I cannot 
comment on to what extent all of this 
(quote and article) is correct. Do your 
own research and thinking: 

"R.J. Rummell’s exhaustive research in Death By Government chronicles the fact 
that over 262 million people were murdered by despotic governments around the 
world during the 20th century alone. Government has killed more people than all of 
the gangsters, mass shooters and terrorists of the world combined—by a million¬ 
fold." 

https: //www.unz.com/proberts/chuck- 

baldwin-sums-it-up-trump-blew- 

it/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true] ] 

[[AND you can also consider this at your 
leisure: if you've read through all of 
P.K.'s texts translated thus far and have 
understood them, you're definitely going 
to be in a position to form your own 
opinion about the various aspects of this 
very interesting article - and obviously 
your opinion is not going to be all "black 
or white" - there'll be at least a bit or 
some, up to a lot of,... grey - depending 
on what you'd like or prefer to see 







happen etc. - I'd 

say: https://www.unz.com/proberts/tru 
mp-an-assessment/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true] ] 

[[You might agree with a part of this or 
most of this or all of this, or even 
disagree totally, but I would take it very, 
very, very 

SERIOUSLY https://www.unz.com/probe 
rts/ron-unz-for-president/?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true] ] 


I've written this a number 
of times: if we start with 
the individual, then all that 
has happened in Western 
mass democracies can be 
seen as "normal". If we 
start, however, with the 
collective (and its 








historical continuity), then 
all that has happened has 
been a "disgusting 
nightmare" (in terms of 
social ontology, groups and 
individuals always exist, 
with the group, i.e. society, 
existing first). If it could 
have been that way just a 
number of decades ago, 
then it could be that way in 
a number of decades - in 
theory. But in practice 
things will turn out very 
differently (and definitely 
not as any of the sides at 


the extremes or in the 
middle wants things to be). 
There is no "back to the 
future" and there is no 
"continual, linear Progress 
into the future". There is 
the future with all of its 
circumstances and the 
power struggles over 
identity, resources and 
goods which will take 
place in the future... 


There are a whole host of 
things one could disagree 


about in regard to this 
author/"thinker" (though 
he does make some (sort 
of) correct points), and this 
site under no 
circumstances endorses 
him and the likes of him, 
but the concluding 
paragraph of the interview 
is as if it has been taken 
mostly (- not all -) from 
P.K.!!! Unbelievable! 
(though I'm definitely 
not saying coincidence is 
impossible and I as a 
Literary Persona 






am DEFINITELY 
NOTaccusing anyone of 
copying, plagiarism, etc.. It 
could just be coincidence,... 
let's leave it at that...}... 

"Guillaume Faye: With its impending clashes between large ethnic blocs, the 21st 
century will, in actuality, be possibly more conflict-ridden and violent than the 20th 
century—because of, not despite, globalization! On an overpopulated planet, prone to 
rising perils, it’s not the end of history leading to a liberal, democratic world state 
that we see coming, but an intensification of history, as the competition between 
peoples responding to the imperatives of selection and the struggle for life becomes 
ever more desperate." 

https://www.amren.com/features/2018/08/guilIaume-fave- 

philosopher-of-white-survivaI/?temp-new-window-replacement=true 

HAHAHAHAHA!!!! The problem with 
"pick and choose" approaches (if they 
ever happen) is that P.K.'s work in toto is 
so coherent and so consistent that 
anyone taking from P.K. in that manner 
is doing a huge disservice to P.K. and 
that's one of the reasons why /AMiVOT 
FACIUTA TING easy access to P.K.. 
Because what a "far-Right nut job" can 
do to P.K. (and I as a literary persona am 
not calling anyone in particular "a far- 
Right nut job"), so too can a "far-Left 








loony" and a "centre(-left/right), liberal 
and or conservative and reasonable" 
chappy... 

[[Also, the "neo-Nazi" party in Greece, Golden Dawn refers to P.K. a few times per 
year with a ridiculous collage of their flag and P.K.'s head, and with a quote which 
is supposed to give this party some kind of "intellectual depth". Obviously, P.K. or 
anyone associated with him would never have anything to do with such a party, 
but I shall say this: if patriotic-democratic forces do not and cannot save what's 
left of Greece, and the last line of defence against the Mohammedan and or 
African/Asiatic hordes and Turkey (and Germany) is Golden Dawn, then there 
will be no other choice (though it will almost certainly never come to that). And 
secondly: I care not what fanatical anti-Hellenic Zionists, Zio-Imperialists and 
Semitic Chauvinists or Semito-Racists have to say about anything involving Greece 
or Hellenism. The fact that you are incomparably stronger in this historical 
conjuncture compared to us with your "special relationship" with (Zio-)USA, and 
your International Banks of International Usury, and your involvement in our 
internal affairs etc., etc., etc., does not mean that we, the last generations of 
Hellenism who have any kind of independent brain left, shall sit and worship you 
(there are many, many historical reasons why Orthodox peoples in general have 
no time for you - just as you have your reasons. And don't forget, just as you don't 
care about Anti-Hellenism or being Anti-Russian or Anti-Serbian etc., we don't 
care about Anti-Semitism. It's as simple as that). And since the Greek state "has 
to" or "has an interest" to co-operate with Israel - so be it. But a Greek state which 
is pathetic in every sense of the word is not going to gain much, if anything... P.K. 
emphasised that being in any kind of an alliance can only be of benefit if you have 
something significant to offer and something significant to take. And it would 
seem that the trajectory of Greece is to take little or nothing and to give a lot = 
national suicide within the alliance of NATO, EU and or with Israel, Egypt, etc., 
with the Greek elite (and people) being primarily, but not exclusively, to blame. 
Are there any other viable alternatives? No, because Greece does not have the 
demographic, economic, military, technological, etc. dynamism to sort of "play 
dangerous games" like Turkey. But then again, even within this context of 
"Western alliances" and "homo-globo degeneracy", what's left of us is dying, and 1 
don't see any way out. It definitely won't come from any "allies" if one is not good 
enough to save oneself, because that's the reality of relations between states.]] 

[[In 2013 there was a multi-page "insert/tribute" to P.K. in the pro-Syriza and 
supposedly "left-wing" 'EqjijpepiSa tmv EwtccktcHv, which is a "Greek" 
newspaper concerned - not infrequently - with "anti-Semitism", whereas from 
what I understand -1 could be wrong - it is hardly at all concerned about anti- 
Hellenism and the fact that we are not only breaking up as a nation-state but 
dying out as a (sub-)race or ethnos. I wonder who buys what in this world. I 
wonder. Whereas, one of the greatest Greeks of the 20th century, Mlkt|<; 
0£o8o)p&KT|<; (M. Theodorakis = T), in a video interview to the much-loved 
historian and ethno-patriotic warrior KapapTicAiat; (Karambelias = K), who has 
inter alia published in Greek thatbook by Israel Shahak, in about 2009/2010 said 
to K that "I am an anti-Semite", and K asked T if he meant "anti-Zionist", and T 



replied, "both anti-Zionist and anti-Semite". You see T, who has been identified 
with "(Stalinist-Maoist) communism" (never with Trotskyism - on his office desk, 
T keeps one statuette (bust) of Stalin, and one of Mao), after being in the Metaxas 
Fascist Youth, and being "left-wing" for most - though not all - of his life, more 
often than not throughout his life - but definitely not always - has thought very 
clearly about many things. "Semitism" is a Semite's problem. My problem is 
"Hellenism". The fact that you want to control my thinking and my feelings about 
"anti-Semitism" whilst caring not one iota about "anti-Hellenism" or "anti- 
Gentilism" just shows that you are a pro-Semite, pro-Zionist (love/)hate-filled 
"animal" who wants to control others, i.e. by telling everyone what is important 
and not important, significant and not significant, good and bad, etc.. Well, FUCK 
YOU!!! I and T are telling you, our concern is Hellenism (i.e. we are pro-Hellene, 
pro-Roman "(love/)hate-filled animals"), not Semitism. (Pro/anti-)Semitism 
is vour fucking problem. (pro/anti-)Hellenism is our fucking problem !!! The fact 
that you, through Zio-USA and International Usury etc. get away with projecting 
your fucking problem whilst being silent about our fucking problem is based 
solely on the correlation of forces and relations of power. In the year 999 A.D. in 
the Hellenic-Roman world, "when we were kings", I can assure you that things 
were REVERSED!!!]] 

This seems to me to be sound policy if it 
is true. Of course, just because China 
does it (if they do it), it doesn't mean 
that other countries have to or will do it. 
I wish my Tribe (and the Italians) did it. 
But the Elites are Totally Zio-USA- 
Lobotomised and there is no Hope... 
though there is always room for 
assimilation of e.g. a 5% or 10% (but 
probably no more) of a population of 
foreign origin (though I'd say probably 
not so much re: religion)... and no-one 
wants to be cruel to people who are 





honestly working and trying to do 
something positive - it is the 
invaders/occupiers/criminals, who 
criminal (Zio/USA-German-etc.)NGOs 
and Turkey and local 
government/opposition(-connected) 
auto-racist, auto-genocidal maniacs, 
imbeciles, officials and cadres super¬ 
exploit and "people trade" whilst 
spreading CRIME, DISEASE, PESTILENCE 
and AUDIO-VISUAL FOUL VULGARITY, 
that is the problem... which could also 
culminate in all kinds of anti-Hellenic 
Anomie and Violence and pro- 
Mohammedan Chauvinism and Racism 
and Conquest on a large scale (see 
articles by (pro-USA and anti-Russia) Dr. 
A. Drougos, who has explained the 
danger repeatedly). And to be fair, if I'm 
not mistaken this is about what Israel 
does or wants to do. And Japan. So why 
not us? Why? 

The Chinese have rejected the perverse Western 
economic growth model, based on feminism and mass 
immigration, and and are starting to turn towards a 



eugenic policy of encouraging healthy couples to have 
more babies, according to a report in China Daily : 


Families that have two children will enjoy 
preferential policies for housing loans in Xianning, 
Hubei province, in Central China, under one of the 
local government's new measures to encourage 
new births. 

The city's health and family planning commission 
published a document on Wednesday announcing 
several measures regarding baby care and home 
purchases to help families with two children. 

In what is believed to be a first for China, families 
with two children will get the same interest rate 
for their second home purchase as that for the first 
home under the new measures. Usually, families 
have to pay higher interest when they take out a 
loan to buy a second home in the city and other 
places in China. 

The new measures also encourage employers to 
give longer maternity and paternity leave for two- 
child parents. 




Needless to say these new policies are in accord with 
Confucianist ideals of healthy family life, so we can expect 
to see more measures like this in the future. 

The Chinese know that encouraging women to 
become childless, overworked, feminist hags, 
and then supplementing the resulting fall-off in 
population with Third World migrants attracted 
North by "gibs" and "bobs and vagene" is not a 
long-term strategy for success , as it creates a 
divided society with a "spoils system" political 
culture and plummeting IQs. 

This is exactly the same system that America and Europe 
have been operating under for decades. The Chinese 
know they have to reject such a sick and pointless 
system in order to overtake America as the World's 
leading power. This new law in Hubei province shows 
that they are on the right road. 

SUPPORT DEMOGRAPHIC SANITY 

https://trad-news.blogspot.com/2018/08/based-china-rejects-mass- 

immigration-in.html 

(I have no comment to make about 
which site is controlled by whom and 
who supports whom. All I know is that 
whenever "The Times are a- 
Changing", they'll be there, at all points of 
the political spectrum. Wherever power 
concentrates, they will be there. That is 





simply a reality in the present historical 
conjuncture. This is why it's so 
interesting to study (Eastern) Roman 
and Greek history to understand that 
pre-modern ( 16 th or earlier century) 
Mercantilism and pre-Capitalism,... see 
also comment below...). 

AND this raises a very important point of 
scientific interest. Eventually, and over 
the very long run, it is the geopolitical 
framework, incl. the competition from 
other and rising Powers, and then the 
economic/technological-ideological 
framework and the political framework 
overall within the geopolitical framework 
- all interacting in a whole host of 
different ways (incl. the fact that the 
political can and does influence the 
geopolitical) - that set up the conditions 
for real social formation change... this 
was seen e.g. in the pressure which the 
existence of the Soviet Union exerted on 
the Western world to provide a social 
welfare state and to combat (at least one 


form of very crude) "racism" - and is 
something P.K. has referred to more than 
once. [[THE ANSWER though to the 
question of whether there is any 
"primacy" of a factor in shaping the real 
world has been given by P.K. in The 
Political and Man, and in the article 
"Democracies do not wage war on one 
another", and elsewhere - i.e. there is no 
inherent primacy, just situations with 
various factors interacting and being 
regarded hierarchically, i.e. as to their 
importance, according to binding 
interpretations...]] 


Eivai ipofiepo nux; xiopa peonage 
evavxiov xmv yoveoiv pa<;, xaipa nov 
ixovpe KaraXafiei nXqpox;, xix<xaape, 
Kai n )v npoSoaia r ovg. Eivai opox; icai 
TpayiKO, cupov 6 8iko<; pov 8£v (praiei 
ovre yia r ov 'EpipvXio, ovte yia xov 
Kapa[Javcc KpqriKO, ov re yia to 
niaronoiqTiKO Koivmvikmv (HoXitik&v) 
(ppovqpaxuiv... Kai eyo) xa nXqpuiaa oXa 


avxa. 'OXoi licu;... Aofa aoi 6 Oeog nov 
oo)dt]Kape and ri)v aipopoiooaiv Kai xov 
Zaxavav. Ao(a goi, Kvpie. "YipiGxe 0ee, 
nai Kvpie rov eXeovq, Ze evXoyovpev. 
Tlavayia pov, MeyaXoxapi], niGxrj xmv 
Paiprjajv! 


Eivai eniGiji; (pofSepo nooo nXovGio oe 
voi]para, vnoSijXdxreu;, Kai gvv£k8ox£<;, 
noXXa and xa onoia Kai noXXeq and xiq 
onoieq povov anoKaXvnxovxai ini xfjq 
xpixqq rj xexapxrji; dvayvaiaeax;, eivai 
ovxou; xd epyo xov XaXKOKOvSvXov. 

’ 18 ion; ai eipioveiai xov, eivai xd Kaxi 
aXXo. Ze anoppoipa nXijpou; Kai deXeu; 
va xd Kpaxt]Gi]<; oXo yia xov eavxo gov! 
MaKapioi oi avOpamoi nov nepavav pia 
GKvppevi] navo) and xa ypaipopeva 
xov GnovSauoxepov koivuivikov 
eniGxr]povo<; oXcov rwv enox&v! Avxr] r) 
veuixipa EXXac;, avxr] rj WiopoKioaxaiva, 
rjxii; eSaioe «povov» IIoirjGiv, eSoiae Kai 
xov Anoyovov xov IaxopiKov. 


What the fuck does this mean? (See Woodrow Wilson quote below). Even 
in 1913? Fuck!!! It doesn't really surprise me though. It's quite clear that 
by c. 1850 (e.g. Disraeli was PM 1874-1880) things had really got going 
in England, France, Germany,... so... This NIGHTMARE unfortunately can 
only end in the West with the end of the West itself. The West did the 
Renaissance, secularisation, capitalism, industrial revolutions, 
urbanisation, massification, atomisation, feminism,... and then there was 
that Paradigm Shift c. 1900 and the cultural revolution of the 1960s and 
1970s P.K. wrote a book/ideal-typical analysis about which I hope to 
translate if alive and kicking within about 10 years from now (2018), 
whereby they were GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY prominent c. 1900 
but by the the said cultural revolution it was... ALL OVER RED ROVER... 
particularly since the world wars were so depleting... and 
since they were doing banking and trade etc. since ancient times, but 
particularly after OUR FALL, c. 1204,... they really got going, with the 
Italo-Latins, etc.,... and then from the 19th century, BANG!, and the 20th 
century BANG! again... = TOTAL CATASTROPHE... THERE IS ABSOLUTELY 
NO FUTURE WHATSOEVER FOR WESTERN CIVILISATION... NONE 
WHATSOEVER... NO HOPE, NO FUTURE,... NO FUTURE!!!... as The Sex 
Pistols once sang... HAHAHAHAHA!!! If I get to ever go Home and milk a 
goat or two, 0a k&vo> to axaopo poo Kai 0a Tid> Kai eva «Ao^a aoi 6 
0£o<;»... Kai EiTEiTa Oaqauxaaa)... SO, absolutely realistically, if I wanted 
to live and could live another 200 to 1000 years, I'd go Turk, and or 
other kind of Mohammedan, or Han Man... there is no other way to deal 
with them... [[Alternative Take: once a body has a cancer, and that cancer 
spreads during the course of about eight centuries - slowly, slowly at 
first... but picking up speed... so that over the last two centuries, and 
especially during the last century (and a half), it has taken over the 
whole body, then that means that within a century or two that body will 
be a body DEAD - you can't remove the cancer. It's already FAR TOO 
LATE. NOW it's up to other bodies.]] 

“Since I entered politics, I have chiefly had men's views confided to me privately. Some of the 
biggest men in the United States, in the field of commerce and manufacture, are afraid of 
something. They know that there is a power somewhere so organized, so subtle, so watchful, so 
interlocked, so complete, so pervasive, that they better not speak above their breath when they 
speak in condemnation of it.” 

- Woodrow Wilson. The New Freedom . 1913 

[[And don't think for one minute that people like Wagner, Henry Ford, 
Dostoyevsky, Alexander Solzhenitsyn, Dickens, Voltaire, Kant, Cobbett, Cicero, 
Tacitus, St. John Chrysostom, St. Gregory of Nyssa, T.S. Eliot,... and many 

many, many others, were 100%, totally, wrong. THAT IS 





IMPOSSIBLE. They probably made many, if not very many, 
many, many ABSOLUTELY CORRECT observations about 
group behaviour of a particular group, without of course 
being necessarily absolutely or even mostly correct, fair 
and impartial. All these matters require serious 
investigation by serious historians and analysts - 
DEFINITELY NOT THE EDITORS OF WIKIPEDIA and other 
publications with GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
involvement, influence and control of people belonging to 
a particular group, despised throughout all of known 
history by so so many different people and peoples - it just 
doesn't "happen" only because of the behaviour of one 
side. The pattern is too frequent in history to not be a very 
serious PROBLEM for many people, though very many 
obviously don't care, for whatever reason(s), inch 
ignorance, indoctrination, propaganda, the unbalanced, 
one-sided presentation of facts, the omission of many, 
many, many facts, which "just happen" to not suit a 
particular group and their group view of the world (to the 
extent it exists), etc., etc., etc....]] 

How about this, if this is true (haven't checked it, won't 
check it (don't have the time), but it could be true - if 
interested, you need to do your own independent research 
to find out): 



1 . 6 % 

Only 1.6% of US 
Citizens owned 
slaves in 1860, 
when slavery was 
at its PEAK 

So you can stop basing you 
hate for the white race, on 
the actions of a mere 1.6%. 

source: US Government Census, 1860 




Comment by @geokat62 

"The triple red box of you’re graphic indicates that 40% of the Jewish population owned 
slaves. 

Based on the work of two prominent Jewish demographers, Profs. Soltow and 
Rosenwaike, while 36% of white families owned slaves in 1830 (in States where slave 
owning was legal), more than twice as many (75%) of Jewish families owned slaves." 

I don't know about this - personally I don't care, but all this kind of possibly 
true and or untrue information can be found at www.unz.com - and 
remember, always OBEY THE LAW - there is no point getting into trouble 
over them : 

jilles dvkstra says: 

September 18, 2018 at 7:30 am GMT • 200 Words 
"What on earth is the Anne Frank test ? 

The Anne Frank story simply is of jews in hiding in the Netherlands in WWII, discovered in 1944, deported, 
where Anne Frank died in early 1945 died of typhoid, while others who stayed in the same Amsterdam canal 
achterhuis, literally ‘behind house’, built later in the garden, survived. 

Before I continue, there is not a shred of doubt that the hiding place and the way they were in hiding is not true. 
However, if a fourteen year old wrote the diary, there are doubts. 

Except for the text itself, how at the end of 1944 a ball point pen arrived in occupied Netherlands, the last part is 
written by ballpoint, no explanation whatsoever. 

Jews were in hiding all over the Netherlands, my mother told me how after the Canadians had driven out the 
Germans, snow white people appeared in her small village, that she had known nothing about, they had been 
inside for several, maybe five, years. 

The effort to get food to them must not be underestimated, food was rationed strictly." 
and @Anon 

"The Diary of Anne Frank was written by an American author, Meyer Levin a few years after the war. Anne’s 
father, Otto hired Levin to write the book after Frank arrived in New York City. 

Frank and Levin signed a contract, $50,000 to write the diary. Frank never paid Levin. Levin sued Frank. Judges 
findings was that Levin did write the book and that Frank owed Levin the $50,000. Frank never did pay Levin 

You can pay $7.95 and download the entire case. 

Meyer Levin vs Otto Frank et al Supreme Court of New York; New York County NY 
41130 160 NYS 2d i8i;5 

The entire thing was a fraud. Allegedly Anne did have some kind of diary. But the book 
that was published was very different from the diary Anne allegedly kept. 

The issue of the law suit was that Frank and the publishers did not pay Levin for writing 
the published diary." 

and you can compare this following comment 

with what Max Weber writes about Jews 
in Economy and Society (always support one 

another when it's in-group vs. out-group, no 

matter what, i.e. no matter what the "merits and 

the justice” of the issue at hand: and take 

whatever you can from out-group people no 












matter by what means etc., etc., etc.of course, 

group behaviour can't and doesn't apply to all 

individuals of a group, but it is or can be 
characteristic of a group, particularly if you and 

a number of people you know have first-hand 

experience of it...) - it's very revealing: 

j2 says:Next New Comment 

September 19, 2018 at 10:43 am GMT • 100 Words 

"“In short, Goldberg should ask himself whether his Anne Frank Test has universal 
applicability or is it something that is only for Jews. ” 

But of course it is only for Jews. Talmud forbids a Jew saving a non-Jew if it could lead 
to the Jew’s death. (You can only help a goy if there is a benefit for Jews.) I saw a 
program where a son of a Jew asked his father this question. The father had been hidden 
by a Pole in the WWI time, Poles got a death punishment if caught hiding Jews. So, the 
son asked if the father, an orthodox Jews, would save a Pole in a similar situation. The 
father answered, but then I might be killed. The son looked uneasy, but the father 
responded correctly according to his religion. Nothing to be surprised here." 

Of course, all sorts of individuals 

and groups behave in similar and 
other wavs and manners, so at the 

end of the day, what matters are The 

FACTS of who is GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY OVER¬ 

REPRESENTED IN POSITIONS OF 
RELATIVE POWER AND OR 
WEALTH, and, e.g. WHO TENDS TO 

PUSH PUBLIC DISCOURSE IN A 

PARTICULAR DIRECTION AND OR 

NARROW PUBLIC DISCOURSE IN 

PARTICULAR WAYS etc., etc., etc.. 























I found this comment online, and it 
is serious, and worthy of serious 
consideration (whether you agree 
with it or not) (T also remind 
readers of Koselleck's probably 
most famous book in 
English Critique and Crisis which is 
interesting as a point of comparison 
and reference, particularly with 
regard to the "indirect critique” it 
receives in P.K.’s "German 
Sondcrwcg/Spccial Wav” article: 

Kerry Bolton 

Posted September 25, 2018 at 12:47 am | Permalink 

"There are legal definitions about ‘criminal conspiracies’, Sicilian peasants centuries ago started a 
conspiratorial society called the mafia which has come down through families, with its own culture of 
initiation and ritual etc., and has created a vast network of transnational but ethnic-based power in both 
business and politics; but if anyone mentions the possibility of conspiracies among Freemasons, 
plutocrats, or Jews it is supposed to be considered crazy beyond belief. 

Call the processes something other than ‘conspiracy', such as 'a long term agenda’, or ‘strategy and 
planning’, and assume that such matters might on occasion be discussed in confidence among those of 
like mind and interest, and it still amounts to the same thing. Instead of‘conspiracy, call it ‘networking’, 
for example. 

Recently the eminent historian Niall Ferguson has written a book called ‘The Square and the Tower : 
Networks and Power front Freemasons to Facebook’. Richard B Spence, professor of history at Idaho 
University, has written an excellent, scholarly book on the connection between plutocrats and Russian 
revolutionaries, called ‘Wall Street and the Russian Revolution 1905 - 1925 '. Neither of these scholars are 


dangerous right-wingers; unlike Dr Sunstein they are serious historians who apply the rules of 
scholarship to what they write. 

Like anything, a theory can be reduced to absurdity by both zealous protagonists and by antagonists such 
as Dr Sunstein apparently does, again, bringing into question his own ability to apply a scholarly method 
to his subject. It is the straw man argument." 


And this comment is very interesting - to say the least! 
It fits in with the claim that SATAN is everywhere, that 
SATAN plays on all sides of the field because SATAN is 
the field, and that only after "the system" breaks down 
and there is no more "I shop, I consume crap, 
therefore I am", that (geo)political correlations of 
forces might be such that something else emerges. But 
by then, it could that not only the historically white 
sub-races and or ethne will be FINISHED (including 
The Representatives of SATAN), but the Catastrophes 
and Destruction will be SO GREAT that even Han Man 
and or Hindu Man and or Ape Man and or 111 Man 
won't get to enjoy much... 

"nsa says: 

September 30, 2018 at 3:57 am GMT • 200 Words 

@Ron Unz 

This is the AGE OF PROPAGANDA, unz.com and Ron Unz will never be harmed as they 
provide a very valuable service to the PTBs in general and the jooies in particular by 
INNOCULATING the masses of wavering believers against counter arguments. This 
technique is particularly useful when counteracting “conspiracy theories”. The PTBs and 
MSM say demented arab terrorists did 911. Unz says some conniving jooies probably did 
it as they had the most to gain. The PTBs and MSM mention the views of Unz in passing 

and have a good laugh.the public has been innoculated against the Unz argument. This 

is how the JFK assassination “grassy knoll” became the butt of so many MSM jokes. 
INNOCULATION THEORY was first postulated by Bill McGuire, a Yale psychologist, 
and one of our favorite assets up until his death in 2007. In short, if unz.com did not 

exist....it would be necessary for us in Ft. Meade to create something very similar.and 

it is very doubtful we could concoct a propaganda vaccine near as effective and 
entertaining." 






A Fairly Good Summary of "What's Going ON"... what it 
needs though, is to be put into macro-historical, 
sociological context, and that context is thoroughly 
described in a number of key works by P.K. such 
as: Conservatism, The Decline..., Planetary 
Politics..., The Political in the 20th century, The Political 
and Man, the two major histories of ideas, P.K.'s 
answers to questions, Power and Decision, etc., etc., 
etc.. Apart from the said context, the comment fails to 
make the point that whatever the Satanists do at elite 
level, they do it with a great number of co-Satanists 
who are not of them, and who agree to do what is 
done, and that's why it's wrong to attribute major, let 
alone sole, causality to the Satanic Circus Monkey 
People - more accurately, what we have is GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE participation and involvement 
in the said changes to society (through PRIMITIVE 
SECRET SOCIETY NETWORKING, COLLUSION, 
NEPOTISM, etc. - which of course many other groups 
do, but nowhere near as effectively in formerly 
Christian European lands and in ZIO-USA as these 
SATANISTS par excellence - and subjectively seen as a 
matter of TASTE - the most filthy, despicable, 
disgusting, heinous, repulsive, revolting and ULTRA- 
UGLY ANIMALS to have even lived at group-elite level), 
esp. say from c. 1900, and then later from c. 1960... 
there's no doubt they will probably be massacred and 
or deported again en masse if nuclear/WMD war does 
not eventuate... it's a matter of TIME, whether in 100 
years or longer (perhaps even in fewer than 100 
years)... who knows? Anyway, I'll always love watching 
The Three Stooges et al. until the day I die... all groups 



of people have their outstanding and very likable 
individuals... 


"mark green says: 

October 1,2018 at 8:43 am GMT • 500 Words 

Andrew Joyce writes another highly perceptive piece. He’s an extraordinary scholar. 
Joyce, along with Kevin McDonald and a few other daring intellectuals, is leading the 
explosive, taboo-busting movement that dares to analyze and unmask the strategic 
sabotage of White Europe and White America by a global network of Jewish 
intellectuals, activist billionaires, and their galaxy of organizations, federations, 
corporations, committees, and academic cliques. Blowing the whistle on their global 
machinations is dangerous work, as our adversaries are in a class by themselves also. 
They are super-aggressive, hyper-powerful, and they will stop at nothing 

It is now clear that Europe and America’s once-dominant White cultures are being 
transformed against the will of their peoples. Why? So that ‘minorities’ (and particularly 
Jews) can be feel safe, welcome and supreme even among the more-numerous White 
folk who (as we all know) can sometimes be ‘racist’ (i.e., see themselves as genetically 
distinct and worth preserving). 

This position (racial self-preservation) is considered reactionary and xenophobic when 
practiced by Whites. White nationalism (just the inclination to preserve a White nation’s 
core demography) now equals ‘white supremacism’. BAD! 

That’s right, children, this racist attitude is very dangerous as well as extremely 
‘intolerant’. 

Don’t believe so? 

Just ask any proud, Zionist, ethnic-cleansing Jew. He will tell you. 

Ironically, it is the residual ‘racist’ thinking (by Whites) that apparently threatens all of 
humanity. Don’t believe me? Listen to that expert! Watch that Academy-award-winning 
movie! Read that bestselling book! The message is clear. The chorus is in sync. 

Whiteness and ‘white privilege’ still threaten the spectacular (though tragic) rise of 
‘persecuted’ Jews, ‘disadvantaged’ blacks, ‘oppressed’ gays, as well as numerous other 
outcast groups who automatically deserve a leg up in our nation of immigrants. 

What we have here is an insidious war by deception. It’s fake news that’s too 
omnipresent, too polished, and too immense to fully comprehend. 

But why should advanced Westerners voluntarily surrender their extraordinary 
civilizations and innovative cultures to hoards of resentful invaders? The very idea is 
absurd on its face. 

Yet it’s happening. 

Most Europeans and most European-derived Americans wish to retain their orderly and 
innovative cultures. This is wrong? If not, then historic levels of White homogeneity 
should be preserved in these White civilizations. Demographics determine a nation’s 
character. Why not preserve them? 


Because it’s racist. 




Without commonality and tradition and continuity however a nation is lost. It becomes 
merely a spot on a map. Even the Dali Lama said as much. He recently urged non- 
Europeans to return to their native lands and to give Europe back to Europeans. The 
(((MSM))) pretty much ignored this, but it resonated with this Euro-American. Is such 
advice not sane and sensible? Of course it is. But (((Big Media))) says otherwise. 

Multiculturalism is a failing experiment. And the changes it brings can be irreversible. 
Meanwhile, ‘democratic’ Israel is marginalizing its non-Jews, caging them in ghettos, or 
expelling them altogether. Failing that, Israel just shoots or bombs them. 

Jews know the value of commonality, similarity, national cohesion, trust and prosperity. 

On the other hand, the multicultural Kool Aid that they are marketing outside of Israel is 
strictly for the goyim." 


There's a long passage in Nietzsche which I can't find for now where he talks 
at length of the will to power of a particular group, irrationality, etc. - and it is 
very illuminating! 

[[ 

I don't think I can find the said passage for the time being, but here are some 
passages from The Antichrist available on the Project Gutenberg site which are 
similar... - remember that with Nietzsche, apart from the absolutely brilliant 
moments of insight into "the human condition", the not infrequent 
entertainment, etc., his tendency to "over-schematise" or "over-simplify" 
things by not acknowledging, being ignorant of, ignoring,... certain significant 
historical-social realities (e.g. Christianity was the Paramount and Sole 
"Official" Religion-Ideology-Ideologem(e)s of Eastern Rome for about a 
Millennium, and that Empire or Cosmos overall managed to command a fairly 
large territory with clearly distinct ethnic groups, which obviously became 
much smaller over time, and which was eventually smashed (by other 
Christians) and then conquered by the Mohammedan Barbarians... yet it was 
still about 1,000 years... which is not bad going, given that ZIO-USA is going to 
struggle - so it seems - not only to reach say 200 years (1945 to 2145), but 
perhaps even 150 years to 2095... of course in the era of ZIO-USA and SATAN 
and the APE, things move much faster than in the Era of Hellenism and GOD... 
furthermore, notwithstanding all the Democratic Elements of Society carried 
over from the Ancient Greek world such as the Ekklesia and the Demos as 
Koina/ Commons etc. (see Contogeorgis), the Emperor and the Metropolis as 
City Regina constituted - at least symbolically, but also in practice - a very 
clear Hierarchy, and the fact that the Emperor could tax, wage war, etc., etc., 
etc., and also shift whole populations of Christian Hellenes from one part of 
the Empire to another, e.g. from Asia Minor to the Peloponnese after the Slavic 
Invasions in the 6th and 7th centuries etc., shows that "base equality" was not 
the only feature of Christianity - in other words, all religions and ideologies, 



etc., can be adopted for political ends to certain circumstances, and there is no 
necessarily eternal "fixed essence" to any ideology/religion, just like to any 
culture, over the long run...)... anyway, enjoy the mad German! He is great fun! 


m 


24. 

Here I barely touch upon the problem of the origin of Christianity. 
The first thing necessary to its solution is this: that Christianity is to be understood 
only by examining the soil from which it sprung—it is not a reaction against Jewish 
instincts; it is their inevitable product; it is simply one more step in the awe-inspiring 
logic of the Jews. In the words of the Saviour, “salvation is of the Jews. ,,HJ — 
The second thing to remember is this: that the psychological type of the Galilean is 
still to be recognized, but it was only in its most degenerate form (which is at once 
maimed and overladen with foreign features) that it could serve in the manner in 
which it has been used: as a type of the Saviour of mankind.— 


[4]Tohn iv, 22. 

The Jews are the most remarkable people in the history of the world, for when 
they were confronted with the question, to be or not to be, they chose, with perfectly 
unearthly deliberation, to be at any price : this price involved a radical falsification of 
all nature, of all naturalness, of all reality, of the whole inner world, as well as of 
the outer. They put themselves against all those conditions under which, hitherto, a 
people had been able to live, or had even been permitted to live; out of themselves 
they evolved an idea which stood in direct opposition to natural conditions—one by 
one they distorted religion, civilization, morality, history and psychology until each 
became a contradiction of its natural significance. We meet with the same 
phenomenon later on, in an incalculably exaggerated form, but only as a copy: the 
Christian church, put beside the “people of God,” shows a complete lack of any 
claim to originality. Precisely for this reason the Jews are the most fateful people in 
the history of the world: their influence has so falsified the reasoning of mankind in 
this matter that today the Christian can cherish anti-Semitism without realizing that 
it is no more than th e final consequence of Judaism. 

In my “Genealogy of Morals” I give the first psychological explanation of the 
concepts underlying those two antithetical things, a noble morality and 
a ressentiment morality, the second of which is a mere product of the denial of the 
former. The Judaeo-Christian moral system belongs to the second division, and in 
every detail. In order to be able to say Nay to everything representing 
an ascending evolution of life—that is, to well-being, to power, to beauty, to self¬ 
approval—the instincts of ressentiment, here become downright genius, had to 
invent an other world in which the acceptance of life appeared as the most evil and 
abominable thing imaginable. Psychologically, the Jews are a people gifted with the 
very strongest vitality, so much so that when they found themselves facing 
impossible conditions of life they chose voluntarily, and with a profound talent for 


self-preservation, the side of all those instincts which make for decadence—not as 
if mastered by them, but as if detecting in them a power by which “the world” could 
be defied. The Jews are the very opposite of decadents', they have simply been forced 
into appearing in that guise, and with a degree of skill approaching the non plus 
ultra of histrionic genius they have managed to put themselves at the head of 
all decadent movements (—for example, the Christianity of Paul—), and so make 
of them something stronger than any party frankly saying Yes to life. To the sort of 
men who reach out for power under Judaism and Christianity,—that is to say, to 
the priestly class— decadence is no more than a means to an end. Men of this sort 
have a vital interest in making mankind sick, and in confusing the values of “good” 
and “bad,” “true” and “false” in a manner that is not only dangerous to life, but also 
slanders it. 

25. 

The history of Israel is invaluable as a typical history of an attempt 
to denaturize all natural values: I point to five facts which bear this out. Originally, 
and above all in the time of the monarchy, Israel maintained the right attitude of 
things, which is to say, the natural attitude. Its Jahveh was an expression of its 
consciousness of power, its joy in itself, its hopes for itself: to him the Jews looked 
for victory and salvation and through him they expected nature to give them 
whatever was necessary to their existence—above all, rain. Jahveh is the god of 
Israel, and consequently the god of justice: this is the logic of every race that has 
power in its hands and a good conscience in the use of it. In the religious ceremonial 
of the Jews both aspects of this self-approval stand revealed. The nation is grateful 
for the high destiny that has enabled it to obtain dominion; it is grateful for the benign 
procession of the seasons, and for the good fortune attending its herds and its 
crops.—This view of things remained an ideal for a long while, even after it had 
been robbed of validity by tragic blows: anarchy within and the Assyrian without. 
But the people still retained, as a projection of their highest yearnings, that vision of 
a king who was at once a gallant warrior and an upright judge—a vision best 
visualized in the typical prophet (i. e., critic and satirist of the moment), Isaiah.— 
But every hope remained unfulfilled. The old god no longer could do what he used 
to do. He ought to have been abandoned. But what actually happened? Simply this: 
the conception of him was changed —the conception of him was denaturized; this 
was the price that had to be paid for keeping him.—Jahveh, the god of “justice”— 
he is in accord with Israel no more, he no longer vizualizes the national egoism; he 
is now a god only conditionally.... The public notion of this god now becomes merely 
a weapon in the hands of clerical agitators, who interpret all happiness as a reward 
and all unhappiness as a punishment for obedience or disobedience to him, for “sin”: 
that most fraudulent of all imaginable inteipretations, whereby a “moral order of the 
world” is set up, and the fundamental concepts, “cause” and “effect,” are stood on 
their heads. Once natural causation has been swept out of the world by doctrines of 
reward and punishment some sort of un-natural causation becomes necessary: and 
all other varieties of the denial of nature follow it. A god who demands —in place of 



a god who helps, who gives counsel, who is at bottom merely a name for every happy 
inspiration of courage and self-reliance.... Morality is no longer a reflection of the 
conditions which make for the sound life and development of the people; it is no 
longer the primary life-instinct; instead it has become abstract and in opposition to 
life—a fundamental perversion of the fancy, an “evil eye” on all things. What is 
Jewish, what is Christian morality? Chance robbed of its innocence; unhappiness 
polluted with the idea of “sin”; well-being represented as a danger, as a 
“temptation”; a physiological disorder produced by the canker worm of 
conscience.... 


26 . 

The concept of god falsified; the concept of morality falsified;—but even here 
Jewish priest-craft did not stop. The whole history of Israel ceased to be of any value: 
out with it!—These priests accomplished that miracle of falsification of which a 
great part of the Bible is the documentary evidence; with a degree of contempt 
unparalleled, and in the face of all tradition and all historical reality, they translated 
the past of their people into religious terms, which is to say, they converted it into 
an idiotic mechanism of salvation, whereby all offences against Jahveh were 
punished and all devotion to him was rewarded. We would regard this act of 
historical falsification as something far more shameful if familiarity with 
the ecclesiastical interpretation of history for thousands of years had not blunted our 
inclinations for uprightness in historicis. And the philosophers support the church: 
the lie about a “moral order of the world” runs through the whole of 
philosophy, even the newest. What is the meaning of a “moral order of the world”? 
That there is a thing called the will of God which, once and for all time, determines 
what man ought to do and what he ought not to do; that the worth of a people, or of 
an individual thereof, is to be measured by the extent to which they or he obey this 
will of God; that the destinies of a people or of an individual are controlled by this 
will of God, which rewards or punishes according to the degree of obedience 
manifested.—In place of all that pitiable lie reality has this to say: the priest , a 
parasitical variety of man who can exist only at the cost of every sound view of life, 
takes the name of God in vain: he calls that state of human society in which he 
himself determines the value of all things “the kingdom of God”; he calls the means 
whereby that state of affairs is attained “the will of God”; with cold-blooded 
cynicism he estimates all peoples, all ages and all individuals by the extent of their 
subservience or opposition to the power of the priestly order. One observes him at 
work: under the hand of the Jewish priesthood the great age of Israel became an age 
of decline; the Exile, with its long series of misfortunes, was transformed into 
a punishment for that great age—during which priests had not yet come into 
existence. Out of the powerful and wholly free heroes of Israel’s history they 
fashioned, according to their changing needs, either wretched bigots and hypocrites 
or men entirely “godless.” They reduced every great event to the idiotic formula: 
“obedient or disobedient to God.”—They went a step further: the “will of God” (in 
other words some means necessary for preserving the power of the priests) had to 



be determined —and to this end they had to have a “revelation.” In plain English, a 
gigantic literary fraud had to be perpetrated, and “holy scriptures” had to be 
concocted—and so, with the utmost hierarchical pomp, and days of penance and 
much lamentation over the long days of “sin” now ended, they were duly published. 
The “will of God,” it appears, had long stood like a rock; the trouble was that 
mankind had neglected the “holy scriptures”.... But the “will of God” had already 
been revealed to Moses.... What happened? Simply this: the priest had formulated, 
once and for all time and with the strictest meticulousness, what tithes were to be 
paid to him, from the largest to the smallest (—not forgetting the most appetizing 
cuts of meat, for the priest is a great consumer of beefsteaks); in brief, he let it be 
known just what he wanted, what “the will of God” was.... From this time forward 
things were so arranged that the priest became indispensable everywhere ; at all the 
great natural events of life, at birth, at marriage, in sickness, at death, not to say at 
the “ sacrifice ” (that is, at meal-times), the holy parasite put in his appearance, and 
proceeded to denaturize it—in his own phrase, to “sanctify” it.... For this should be 
noted: that every natural habit, every natural institution (the state, the administration 
of justice, marriage, the care of the sick and of the poor), everything demanded by 
the life-instinct, in short, everything that has any value in itself, is reduced to absolute 
worthlessness and even made the reverse of valuable by the parasitism of priests (or, 
if you chose, by the “moral order of the world”). The fact requires a sanction—a 
power to grant values becomes necessary, and the only way it can create such values 
is by denying nature.... The priest depreciates and desecrates nature: it is only at this 
price that he can exist at all.—Disobedience to God, which actually means to the 
priest, to “the law,” now gets the name of “sin”; the means prescribed for 
“reconciliation with God” are, of course, precisely the means which bring one most 
effectively under the thumb of the priest; he alone can “save”.... Psychologically 
considered, “sins” are indispensable to every society organized on an ecclesiastical 
basis; they are the only reliable weapons of power; the priest lives upon sins; it is 
necessary to him that there be “sinning”.... Prime axiom: “God forgiveth him that 
repenteth”—in plain English, him that submittedi to the priest. 

27. 

Christianity sprang from a soil so corrupt that on it everything natural, every 
natural value, every reality was opposed by the deepest instincts of the ruling class— 
it grew up as a sort of war to the death upon reality, and as such it has never been 
surpassed. The “holy people,” who had adopted priestly values and priestly names 
for all things, and who, with a terrible logical consistency, had rejected everything 
of the earth as “unholy,” “worldly,” “sinful”—this people put its instinct into a final 
formula that was logical to the point of self-annihilation: as Christianity it actually 
denied even the last form of reality, the “holy people,” the “chosen 
people,” Jewish reality itself. The phenomenon is of the first order of importance: 
the small insurrectionary movement which took the name of Jesus of Nazareth is 
simply the Jewish instinct redivivus —in other words, it is the priestly instinct come 
to such a pass that it can no longer endure the priest as a fact; it is the discovery of a 



state of existence even more fantastic than any before it, of a vision of life even 
more unreal than that necessary to an ecclesiastical organization. Christianity 
actually denies the church.... 

I am unable to determine what was the target of the insurrection said to have 
been led (whether rightly or wrongly ) by Jesus, if it was not the Jewish church— 
“church” being here used in exactly the same sense that the word has today. It was 
an insurrection against the “good and just,” against the “prophets of Israel,” against 
the whole hierarchy of society —not against corruption, but against caste, privilege, 
order, formalism. It was unbelief in “superior men,” a Nay flung at everything that 
priests and theologians stood for. But the hierarchy that was called into question, if 
only for an instant, by this movement was the structure of piles which, above 
everything, was necessary to the safety of the Jewish people in the midst of the 
“waters”—it represented their last possibility of survival; it was the 
final residuum of their independent political existence; an attack upon it was an 
attack upon the most profound national instinct, the most powerful national will to 
live, that has ever appeared on earth. This saintly anarchist, who aroused the people 
of the abyss, the outcasts and “sinners,” the Chandala of Judaism, to rise in revolt 
against the established order of things—and in language which, if the Gospels are to 
be credited, would get him sent to Siberia today—this man was certainly a political 
criminal, at least in so far as it was possible to be one in so absurdly unpolitical a 
community. This is what brought him to the cross: the proof thereof is to be found 
in the inscription that was put upon the cross. He died for his own sins—there is not 
the slightest ground for believing, no matter how often it is asserted, that he died for 
the sins of others. —" 

and 


44. 

—The gospels are invaluable as evidence of the corruption that was already 
persistent within the primitive community. That which Paul, with the cynical logic 
of a rabbi, later developed to a conclusion was at bottom merely a process of decay 
that had begun with the death of the Saviour.—These gospels cannot be read too 
carefully; difficulties lurk behind every word. I confess—I hope it will not be held 
against me—that it is precisely for this reason that they offer first-rate joy to a 
psychologist—as the opposite of all merely naive corruption, as refinement par 
excellence, as an artistic triumph in psychological corruption. The gospels, in fact, 
stand alone. The Bible as a whole is not to be compared to them. Here we are among 
Jews: this is the first thing to be borne in mind if we are not to lose the thread of the 
matter. This positive genius for conjuring up a delusion of personal “holiness” 
unmatched anywhere else, either in books or by men; this elevation of fraud in word 
and attitude to the level of an art —all this is not an accident due to the chance talents 
of an individual, or to any violation of nature. The thing responsible is race. The 
whole of Judaism appears in Christianity as the art of concocting holy lies, and there, 



after many centuries of earnest Jewish training and hard practice of Jewish technic, 
the business comes to the stage of mastery. The Christian, that ultima ratio of lying, 
is the Jew all over again—he is threefold the Jew.... The underlying will to make use 
only of such concepts, symbols and attitudes as fit into priestly practice, the 
instinctive repudiation of every other mode of thought, and every other method of 
estimating values and utilities—this is not only tradition, it is inheritance: only as an 
inheritance is it able to operate with the force of nature. The whole of mankind, even 
the best minds of the best ages (with one exception, perhaps hardly human—), have 
permitted themselves to be deceived. The gospels have been read as a book of 
innocence ... surely no small indication of the high skill with which the trick has 
been done.—Of course, if we could actually see these astounding bigots and bogus 
saints, even if only for an instant, the farce would come to an end,—and it is precisely 
because I cannot read a word of theirs without seeing their attitudinizing that I have 
made an end of them.... I simply cannot endure the way they have of rolling up their 
eyes.—For the majority, happily enough, books are mere literature. —Let us not be 
led astray: they say “judge not,” and yet they condemn to hell whoever stands in 
their way. In letting God sit in judgment they judge themselves; in glorifying God 
they glorify themselves; in demanding that every one show the virtues which they 
themselves happen to be capable of—still more, which they must have in order to 
remain on top—they assume the grand air of men struggling for virtue, of men 
engaging in a war that virtue may prevail. “We live, we die, we sacrifice 
ourselves for the good ” (—“the truth,” “the light,” “the kingdom of God”): in point 
of fact, they simply do what they cannot help doing. Forced, like hypocrites, to be 
sneaky, to hide in comers, to slink along in the shadows, they convert their necessity 
into a duty: it is on grounds of duty that they account for their lives of humility, and 
that humility becomes merely one more proof of their piety.... Ah, that humble, 
chaste, charitable brand of fraud! “Virtue itself shall bear witness for us.”... One may 
read the gospels as books of moral seduction: these petty folks fasten themselves to 
morality—they know the uses of morality! Morality is the best of all devices for 
leading mankind by the nose\ —The fact is that the conscious conceit of the chosen 
here disguises itself as modesty: it is in this way that they , the “community,” the 
“good and just,” range themselves, once and for always, on one side, the side of “the 
truth”—and the rest of mankind, “the world,” on the other.... In that we observe the 
most fatal sort of megalomania that the earth has ever seen: little abortions of bigots 
and liars began to claim exclusive rights in the concepts of “God,” “the truth,” “the 
light,” “the spirit,” “love,” “wisdom” and “life,” as if these things were synonyms of 
themselves and thereby they sought to fence themselves off from the “world”; little 
super-Jews, ripe for some sort of madhouse, turned values upside down in order to 
meet their notions, just as if the Christian were the meaning, the salt, the standard 
and even the last judgment of all the rest.... The whole disaster was only made 
possible by the fact that there already existed in the world a similar megalomania, 
allied to this one in race, to wit, the Jewish: once a chasm began to yawn between 
Jews and Judaeo-Christians, the latter had no choice but to employ the self¬ 
preservative measures that the Jewish instinct had devised, even against the Jews 



themselves, whereas the Jews had employed them only against non-Jews. The 
Christian is simply a Jew of the “reformed” confession.—" 

from The Genealogy of Morals 
"7. 

The reader will have already surmised with what ease the priestly mode of valuation 
can branch off from the knightly aristocratic mode, and then develop into the very 
antithesis of the latter: special impetus is given to this opposition, by every occasion 
when the castes of the priests and warriors confront each other with mutual jealousy 
and cannot agree over the prize. The knightly-aristocratic "values" are based on a 
careful cult of the physical, on a flowering, rich, and even effervescing healthiness, 
that goes considerably beyond what is necessary for maintaining life, on war, 
adventure, the chase, the dance, the tourney—on everything, in fact, which is 
contained in strong, free, and joyous action. The priestly-aristocratic mode of 
valuation is—we have seen—based on other hypotheses: it is bad enough for this 
class when it is a question of war! Yet the priests are, as is notorious, the worst 
enemies —why? Because they are the weakest. Their weakness causes their hate to 
expand into a monstrous and sinister shape, a shape which is most crafty and most 
poisonous. The really great haters in the history of the world have always been 
priests, who are also the cleverest haters—in comparison with the cleverness of 
priestly revenge, every other piece of cleverness is practically negligible. Human 
history would be too fatuous for anything were it not for the cleverness imported 
into it by t.he [Pg 30] weak—take at once the most important instance. All the world's 
efforts against the "aristocrats," the "mighty," the "masters," the "holders of power," 
are negligible by comparison with what has been accomplished against those classes 
by the Jews —the Jews, that priestly nation which eventually realised that the one 
method of effecting satisfaction on its enemies and tyrants was by means of a radical 
transvaluation of values, which was at the same time an act of the cleverest revenge. 
Yet the method was only appropriate to a nation of priests, to a nation of the most 
jealously nursed priestly revengefulness. It was the Jews who, in opposition to the 
aristocratic equation (good = aristocratic = beautiful = happy = loved by the gods), 
dared with a terrifying logic to suggest the contrary equation, and indeed to maintain 
with the teeth of the most profound hatred (the hatred of weakness) this contrary 



equation, namely, "the wretched are alone the good; the poor, the weak, the lowly, 
are alone the good; the suffering, the needy, the sick, the loathsome, are the only 
ones who are pious, the only ones who are blessed, for them alone is salvation—but 
you, on the other hand, you aristocrats, you men of power, you are to all eternity the 
evil, the horrible, the covetous, the insatiate, the godless; eternally also shall you be 
the unblessed, the cursed, the damned!" We know who it was who reaped the 
heritage of this Jewish transvaluation. In the context of the monstrous and 
inordinately fateful initiative which the Jews have exhibited in connection withfPg 
31] this most fundamental of all declarations of war, I remember the passage which 
came to my pen on another occasion ( Beyond Good and Evil, Aph. 195)—that it 
was, in fact, with the Jews that the revolt of the slaves begins in the sphere of morals', 
that revolt which has behind it a history of two millennia, and which at the present 
day has only moved out of our sight, because it—has achieved victory. 

8 . 

But you understand this not? You have no eyes for a force which has taken two 
thousand years to achieve victory?—There is nothing wonderful in this: 
all lengthy processes are hard to see and to realise. But this is what took place: from 
the trunk of that tree of revenge and hate, Jewish hate,—that most profound and 
sublime hate, which creates ideals and changes old values to new creations, the like 
of which has never been on earth,—there grew a phenomenon which was equally 
incomparable, a new love, the most profound and sublime of all kinds of love;—and 
from what other trunk could it have grown? But beware of supposing that this love 
has soared on its upward growth, as in any way a real negation of that thirst for 
revenge, as an antithesis to the Jewish hate! No, the contrary is the truth! This love 
grew out of that hate, as its crown, as its triumphant crown, circling wider and wider 
amid the clarity and fulness of the sun, and pursuing in the very kingdom of light 
and height its goal of hatred, its victory, its spoil, its strategy, JPg_32J with the same 
intensity with which the roots of that tree of hate sank into everything which was 
deep and evil with increasing stability and increasing desire. This Jesus of Nazareth, 
the incarnate gospel of love, this "Redeemer" bringing salvation and victory to the 
poor, the sick, the sinful—was he not really temptation in its most sinister and 
irresistible form, temptation to take the tortuous path to those very Jewish values and 



those very Jewish ideals? Has not Israel really obtained the final goal of its sublime 
revenge, by the tortuous paths of this "Redeemer," for all that he might pose as 
Israel's adversary and Israel's destroyer? Is it not due to the black magic of a 
really great policy of revenge, of a far-seeing, burrowing revenge, both acting and 
calculating with slowness, that Israel himself must repudiate before all the world the 
actual instrument of his own revenge and nail it to the cross, so that all the world— 
that is, all the enemies of Israel—could nibble without suspicion at this very bait? 
Could, moreover, any human mind with all its elaborate ingenuity invent a bait that 
was more truly dangerous ? Anything that was even equivalent in the power of its 
seductive, intoxicating, defiling, and corrupting influence to that symbol of the holy 
cross, to that awful paradox of a "god on the cross," to that mystery of the 
unthinkable, supreme, and utter horror of the self-crucifixion of a god for 
the salvation of man! It is at least certain that sub hoc signo Israel, with its revenge 
and transvaluation of all values, has up to the present always triumphed again 
over [Pg 33] all other ideals, over all more aristocratic ideals. 

9. 

"But why do you talk of nobler ideals? Let us submit to the facts; that the people 
have triumphed—or the slaves, or the populace, or the herd, or whatever name you 
care to give them—if this has happened through the Jews, so be it! In that case no 
nation ever had a greater mission in the world's history. The 'masters' have been done 
away with; the morality of the vulgar man has triumphed. This triumph may also be 
called a blood-poisoning (it has mutually fused the races)—I do not dispute it; but 
there is no doubt but that this intoxication has succeeded. The 'redemption' of the 
human race (that is, from the masters) is progressing swimmingly; everything is 
obviously becoming Judaised, or Christianised, or vulgarised (what is there in the 
words?). It seems impossible to stop the course of this poisoning through the whole 
body politic of mankind—but its tempo and pace may from the present time be 
slower, more delicate, quieter, more discreet—there is time enough. In view of this 
context has the Church nowadays any necessary purpose? has it, in fact, a right to 
live? Or could man get on without it? Quceritur. It seems that it fetters and retards 
this tendency, instead of accelerating it. Well, even that might be its utility. The 



Church certainly is a crude and boorish institution, that is repugnant to an 
intelligence with any pretence at delicacy, to a [Pg 34] 

really modem taste. Should it not at any rate learn to be somewhat more subtle? It 
alienates nowadays, more than it allures. Which of us would, forsooth, be a 
freethinker if there were no Church? It is the Church which repels us, not its 
poison—apart from the Church we like the poison." This is the epilogue of a 
freethinker to my discourse, of an honourable animal (as he has given abundant 
proof), and a democrat to boot; he had up to that time listened to me, and could not 
endure my silence, but for me, indeed, with regard to this topic there is much on 
which to be silent." 

from The Twilight of the Idols : 

"24 

Here I only touch upon the problem of the origin [Pg 154] of Christianity. The first 
principle of its solution reads: Christianity can be understood only in relation to the 
soil out of which it grew,—it is not a counter-movement against the Jewish instinct, 
it is the rational outcome of the latter, one step further in its appalling logic. In the 
formula of the Saviour: "for Salvation is of the Jews."—The second principle is: the 
psychological type of the Galilean is still recognisable, but it was only in a state of 
utter degeneration (which is at once a distortion and an overloading with foreign 
features) that he was able to serve the purpose for which he has been used,—namely, 
as the type of a Redeemer of mankind. 

The Jews are the most remarkable people in the history of the world, because when 
they were confronted with the question of Being or non-Being, with simply uncanny 
deliberateness, they preferred Being at any price: this price was the 
fundamental falsification of all Nature, all the naturalness and all the reality, of the 
inner quite as much as of the outer world. They hedged themselves in behind all 
those conditions under which hitherto a people has been able to live, has been 
allowed to live; of themselves they created an idea which was the reverse 
of natural conditions,—each in turn, they twisted first religion, then the cult, then 
morality, history and psychology, about in a manner so perfectly hopeless that they 
were made to contradict their natural value. We meet with the same phenomena 
again, and exaggerated to an incalculable degree, although only as a copy:—the 
Christian Church as compared with the "chosen people," lacks all claim to 




originality. Precisely on this account the Jews are the most /afa/ [Pg 155] people in 
the history of the world: their ultimate influence has falsified mankind to such an 
extent, that even to this day the Christian can be anti-Semitic in spirit, without 
comprehending that he himself is the final consequence of Judaism. 


It was in my "Genealogy of Morals" that I first gave a psychological exposition of 
the idea of the antithesis noble and resentment-morality, the latter having arisen out 
of an attitude of negation to the former: but this is Judaeo-Christian morality heart 
and soul. In order to be able to say Nay to everything that represents the ascending 
movement of life, prosperity, power, beauty, and self-affirmation on earth, the 
instinct of resentment, become genius, bad to invent another^ ox\d , from the 
standpoint of which that Yea-saying to life appeared as the most evil and most 
abominable thing. From the psychological standpoint the Jewish people are 
possessed of the toughest vitality. Transplanted amid impossible conditions, with 
profound self-preservative intelligence, it voluntarily took the side of all the instincts 
of decadence,— not as though dominated by them, but because it detected a power 
in them by means of which it could assert itself against "the world." The Jews are 
the opposite of all decadents : they have been forced to represent them to the point 
of illusion, and with a non plus ultra of histrionic genius, they have known how to 
set themselves at the head of all decadent movements (St Paul and Christianity for 
instance), in order to create something from them which is stronger than every 
party saying Yea to life. For the category of men which aspires to power in Judaism 
and Christianity. [Pg 156] — that is to say, for the sacerdotal class, decadence is but 
a means; this category of men has a vital interest in making men sick, and in turning 
the notions "good" and "bad," "true" and "false," upside down in a manner which is 
not only dangerous to life, but also slanders it. 


25 

The history of Israel is invaluable as the typical history of every denaturalization of 
natural values: let me point to five facts which relate thereto. Originally, and above 
all in the period of the kings, even Israel's attitude to all things was the right one — 
that is to say, the natural one. Its Jehovah was the expression of its consciousness of 
power, of its joy over itself, of its hope for itself: victory and salvation were expected 
from him, through him it was confident that Nature would give what a people 




requires—above all rain. Jehovah is the God of Israel, and consequently the God of 
justice: this is the reasoning of every people which is in the position of power, and 
which has a good conscience in that position. In the solemn cult both sides of this 
self-affirmation of a people find expression: it is grateful for the great strokes of fate 
by means of which it became uppermost; it is grateful for the regularity in the 
succession of the seasons and for all good fortune in the rearing of cattle and in the 
tilling of the soil.—This state of affairs remained the ideal for some considerable 
time, even after it had been swept away in a deplorable manner by anarchy from 
within and the Assyrians from without But the people still retained, as their highest 
desideratum, that vision [Pg 157] of a king who was a good soldier and a severe judge; 
and he who retained it most of all was that typical prophet (—that is to say, critic 
and satirist of the age), Isaiah.—But all hopes remained unrealised. The old God was 
no longer able to do what he had done formerly. He ought to have been dropped. 
What happened? The idea of him was changed,—the idea of him was denaturalised: 
this was the price they paid for retaining him.—Jehovah, the God of "Justice,"—is 
no longer one with Israel, no longer the expression of a people's sense of dignity: he 
is only a god on certain conditions.... The idea of him becomes a weapon in the hands 
of priestly agitators who henceforth interpret all happiness as a reward, all 
unhappiness as a punishment for disobedience to God, for "sin": that most fraudulent 
method of interpretation which arrives at a so-called "moral order of the Universe," 
by means of which the concept "cause" and "effect" is turned upside down. Once 
natural causation has been swept out of the world by reward and punishment, a 
causation hostile to nature becomes necessary; whereupon all the forms of 
unnaturalness follow. A God who demands ,—in the place of a God who helps, who 
advises, who is at bottom only a name for every happy inspiration of courage and of 
self-reliance.... Morality is no longer the expression of the conditions of life and 
growth, no longer the most fundamental instinct of life, but it has become abstract, 
it has become the opposite of life,—Morality as the fundamental perversion of the 
imagination, as the "evil eye" for all things. What is Jewish morality, what is 
Christian morality? Chance robbed of its innocence; unhappiness [Pg 158] polluted 
with the idea of "sin"; well-being interpreted as a danger, as a "temptation"; 
physiological indisposition poisoned by means of the canker-worm of conscience.... 


26 




The concept of God falsified; the concept of morality falsified: but the Jewish 
priesthood did not stop at this. No use could be made of the whole history of Israel, 
therefore it must go! These priests accomplished that miracle of falsification, of 
which the greater part of the Bible is the document: with unparalleled contempt and 
in the teeth of all tradition and historical facts, they interpreted their own people's 
past in a religious manner,—that is to say, they converted it into a ridiculous 
mechanical process of salvation, on the principle that all sin against Jehovah led to 
punishment, and that all pious worship of Jehovah led to reward. We would feel this 
shameful act of historical falsification far more poignantly if the ecclesiastical 
interpretation of history through millenniums had not blunted almost all our sense 
for the demands of uprightness in historicis. And the church is seconded by the 
philosophers: the of "a moral order of the universe" permeates the whole 
development even of more modem philosophy. What does a "moral order of the 
universe" mean? That once and for all there is such a thing as a will of God which 
determines what man has to do and what he has to leave undone; that the value of a 
people or of an individual is measured according to how much or how little the one 
or the other obeys the will of God; that in the dest.inies [Pg 159] of a people or of an 
individual, the will of God shows itself dominant, that is to say it punishes or rewards 
according to the degree of obedience. In the place of this miserable 
falsehood, reality says: a parasitical type of man, who can flourish only at the cost 
of all the healthy elements of life, the priest abuses the name of God: he calls that 
state of affairs in which the priest determines the value of things "the Kingdom of 
God"; he calls the means whereby such a state of affairs is attained or maintained, 
"the Will of God"; with cold-blooded cynicism he measures peoples, ages and 
individuals according to whether they favour or oppose the ascendancy of the 
priesthood. Watch him at work: in the hands of the Jewish priesthood the Augustan 
Age in the history of Israel became an age of decline; the exile, the protracted 
misfortune transformed itself into eternal punishment for the Augustan Age—that 
age in which the priest did not yet exist Out of the mighty and thoroughly free-born 
figures of the history of Israel, they made, according to their requirements, either 
wretched bigots and hypocrites, or "godless ones": they simplified the psychology 
of every great event to the idiotic formula "obedient or disobedient to God."—A step 
further: the "Will of God," that is to say the self-preservative measures of the 
priesthood, must be known—to this end a "revelation" is necessary. In plain English: 



a stupendous literary fraud becomes necessary, "holy scriptures" are discovered,— 
and they are published abroad with all hieratic pomp, with days of penance and 
lamentations over the long state Of "sin." The "Will o f[Pg 160] God" has long stood 
firm: the whole of the trouble lies in the fact that the "Holy Scriptures" have been 
discarded.... Moses was already the "Will of God" revealed.... What had happened? 
With severity and pedantry, the priest had formulated once and for all—even to the 
largest and smallest contributions that were to be paid to him (—not forgetting the 
daintiest portions of meat; for the priest is a consumer of beef-steaks)— what he 
wanted, "what the Will of God was." ... Hence-forward everything became so 
arranged that the priests were indispensable everywhere. At all the natural events of 
life, at birth, at marriage, at the sick-bed, at death,—not to speak of the sacrifice ("the 
meal"),—the holy parasite appears in order to denaturalise, or in his language, to 
"sanctify," everything.... For this should be understood: every natural custom, every 
natural institution (the State, the administration of justice, marriage, the care of the 
sick and the poor), every demand inspired by the instinct of life, in short everything 
that has a value in itself, is rendered absolutely worthless and even dangerous 
through the parasitism of the priest (or of the "moral order of the universe"): a 
sanction after the fact is required,—a power which imparts value is necessary, which 
in so doing says, Nay to nature, and which by this means alone creates a valuation.... 
The priest depreciates and desecrates nature: it is only at this price that he exists at 
all.—Disobedience to God, that is to say, to the priest, to the "law," now receives the 
name of "sin"; the means of "reconciling one's self with God" are of course of a 
nature which [Pg 161] render subordination to the priesthood all the more 
fundamental: the priest alone is able to "save."... From the psychological standpoint, 
in every society organised upon a hieratic basis, "sins" are indispensable: they are 
the actual weapons of power, the priest lives upon sins, it is necessary for him that 
people should "sin." ... Supreme axiom: "God forgiveth him that repenteth"—in 
plain English: him that submittedi himself to the priest. 

27 

Christianity grew out of an utterly false soil, in which all nature, every natural value, 
every reality had the deepest instincts of the ruling class against it; it was a form of 
deadly hostility to reality which has never been surpassed. The "holy people" which 




had retained only priestly values and priestly names for all things, and which, with 
a logical consistency that is terrifying, had divorced itself from everything still 
powerful on earth as if it were "unholy," "worldly," "sinful,"—this people created a 
final formula for its instinct which was consistent to the point of self-suppression; 
as Christianity it denied even the last form of reality, the "holy people," the "chosen 
people," Jewish reality itself. The case is of supreme interest: the small 
insurrectionary movement christened with the name of Jesus of Nazareth, is the 
Jewish instinct over again ,—in other words, it is the sacerdotal instinct which can 
no longer endure the priest as a fact; it is the discovery of a kind of life even more 
fantastic than the one previously conceived, a vision of life which is even more 
unreal than that which the organisation [Pg 162] of a church stipulates. Christianity 
denies the church. 151 

I fail to see against whom was directed the insurrection of which rightly 
or wrongly Jesus is understood to have been the promoter, if it were not directed 
against the Jewish church,—the word "church" being used here in precisely the same 
sense in which it is used to-day. It was an insurrection against the "good and the 
just," against the "prophets of Israel," against the hierarchy of society—not against 
the latter's corruption, but against caste, privilege, order, formality. It was the lack 
of faith in "higher men," it was a "Nay" uttered against everything that was tinctured 
with the blood of priests and theologians. But the hierarchy which was set in question 
if only temporarily by this movement, formed the construction of piles upon which, 
alone, the Jewish people was able to subsist in the midst of the "waters"; it was that 
people's last chance of survival wrested from the world at enormous pains, 
the residuum of its political autonomy: to attack this construction was tantamount to 
attacking the most profound popular instinct, the most tenacious national will to live 
that has ever existed on earth. This saintly anarchist who called the lowest of the 
low, the outcasts and "sinners," the Chandala of Judaism, to revolt against the 
established order of things (and in [Pg 163] 

language which, if the gospels are to be trusted, would get one sent to Siberia even 
to-day)—this man was a political criminal in so far as political criminals were 
possible in a community so absurdly non-political. This brought him to the cross: 
the proof of this is the inscription found thereon. He died for his sins—and no 
matter how often the contrary has been asserted there is absolutely nothing to show 
that he died for the sins of others." 




from The Gay Science/Joyful Wisdom 


ri 


135 . 

Origin of Sin. —Sin, as it is at present felt wherever Christianity prevails or has 
prevailed, is a Jewish feeling and a Jewish invention; and in respect to this 
background of all Christian morality, Christianity has in fact aimed at "Judaising" 
the whole world. To what an extent this has succeeded in Europe is traced most 
accurately in the extent of our alienness to Greek antiquity—a world without the 
feeling of sin—in our sentiments even at present; in spite of all the good will to 
approximation and assimilation, which whole generations and many distinguished 
individuals have not failed to display. "Only when thou repentest is God gracious to 
thee"—that would arouse the laughter or the wrath of a Greek: he would say, "Slaves 
may have such sentiments." Here a mighty being, an almighty being, and yet a 
revengeful being, is presupposed; his power is so great that no injury whatever can 
be done to him, except in the point of honour. Every sin is an infringement of respect, 
a crimen Icesce majestatis divines —and nothing more! Contrition, degradation, 
rolling-in-the-dust,—these are the first and last conditions on which his favour 
depends: the restoration, therefore, of his divine honour! If injury be caused 
otherwise by sin, if a profound, spreading evil be propagated by it, an evil which, 
like a disease, attacks and strangles one man after another—that does not trouble this 
honour-craving Oriental in heaven; sin is an offence against him, not against 
mankind!—to him on whom he has bestowed his favour he bestows also this 
indifference to the natural consequences of sin. God and mankind are here thought 
of as separated, as so antithetical that sin against the latter cannot be at all possible,— 
all deeds are to be looked upon solely with respect to their supernatural 
consequences, and not with respect to their natural results: it is thus that the Jewish 
feeling, to which all that is natural seems unworthy in itself, would have things. 
The Greeks, on the other hand, were more familiar with the thought that 
transgression also may have dignity,—even theft, as in the case of Prometheus, even 
the slaughtering of cattle as the expression of frantic jealousy, as in the case of Ajax; 
in their need to attribute dignity to transgression and embody it therein, they 



invented tragedy, —an art and a delight, which in its profoundest essence has 
remained alien to the Jew, in spite of all his poetic endowment and taste for the 
sublime. 


136 . 

The Chosen People. —The Jews, who regard themselves as the chosen people 
among the nations, and that too because they are the moral genius among the nations 
(in virtue of their capacity for despising the human in themselves more than any 
other people)—the Jews have a pleasure in their divine monarch and saint similar to 
that which the French nobility had in Louis XIV. This nobility had allowed its power 
and autocracy to be taken from it, and had become contemptible: in order not to feel 
this, in order to be able to forget it, an unequalled royal magnificence, royal 
authority and plenitude of power was needed, to which there was access only for the 
nobility. As in accordance with this privilege they raised themselves to the elevation 
of the court, and from that elevation saw everything under them,—saw everything 
contemptible,—they got beyond all uneasiness of conscience. They thus elevated 
intentionally the tower of the royal power more and more into the clouds, and set the 
final coping-stone of their own power thereon. 

137 . 

Spoken in Parable. —A Jesus Christ was only possible in a Jewish landscape—I 
mean in one over which the gloomy and sublime thunder-cloud of the angry Jehovah 
hung continually. Here only was the rare, sudden flashing of a single sunbeam 
through the dreadful, universal and continuous nocturnal-day regarded as a miracle 
of "love," as a beam of the most unmerited "grace." Here only could Christ dream 
of his rainbow and celestial ladder on which God descended to man; everywhere 

else the clear weather and the sun were considered the rule and the commonplace. 

[177] 


138 . 

The Error of Christ. —The founder of Christianity thought there was nothing from 
which men suffered so much as from their sins:—it was his error, the error of him 



who felt himself without sin, to whom experience was lacking in this respect! It was 
thus that his soul filled with that marvellous, fantastic pity which had reference to a 
trouble that even among his own people, the inventors of sin, was rarely a great 
trouble! But Christians understood subsequently how to do justice to their master, 
and to sanctify his error into a "truth." 


139 . 

Colour of the Passions .—Natures such as the apostle Paul, have an evil eye for 
the passions; they learn to know only the filthy, the distorting, and the heart-breaking 
in them,—their ideal aim, therefore, is the annihilation of the passions; in the divine 
they see complete purification from passion. The Greeks, quite otherwise than Paul 
and the Jews, directed their ideal aim precisely to the passions, and loved, elevated, 
embellished and deified them: in passion they evidently not only felt themselves 
happier, but also purer and diviner than otherwise.—And now the Christians? Have 
they wished to become Jews in this respect? Have they perhaps become Jews! 

140 . 

Too Jewish .—If God had wanted to become an object of love, he would first of all 
have had to forgo judging and justice:—a judge, and even a gracious judge, is no 
object of love. The founder of Christianity showed too little of the finer feelings in 
this respect—being a Jew. 


348 . 

The Origin of the Learned .—The learned man in Europe grows out of all the 
different ranks and social conditions, like a plant requiring no specific soil: on that 
account he belongs essentially and involuntarily to the partisans of democratic 
thought. But this origin betrays itself. If one has trained one's glance to some extent 
to recognise in a learned book or scientific treatise the intellectual idiosyncrasy of 
the learned man—all of them have such idiosyncrasy,—and if we take it by surprise, 
we shall almost always get a glimpse behind it of the "antecedent history" of 
the learned man and his family, especially of the nature of their callings and 
occupations. Where the feeling finds expression, "That is at last proved, I am now 



done with it," it is commonly the ancestor in the blood and instincts of the learned 

man that approves of the "accomplished work" in the nook from which he sees 

things;—the belief in the proof is only an indication of what has been looked upon 

for ages by a laborious family as "good work." Take an example: the sons of 

registrars and office-clerks of every kind, whose main task has always been to 

arrange a variety of material, distribute it in drawers, and systematise it generally, 

evince, when they become learned men, an inclination to regard a problem as almost 

solved when they have systematised it. There are philosophers who are at bottom 

nothing but systematising brains—the formal part of the paternal occupation has 

become its essence to them. The talent for classifications, for tables of categories, 

betrays something; it is not for nothing that a person is the child of his parents. The 

son of an advocate will also have to be an advocate as investigator: he seeks as a first 

consideration, to carry the point in his case, as a second consideration, he perhaps 

seeks to be in the right. One recognises the sons of Protestant clergymen and 

schoolmasters by the naive assurance with which as learned men they already 

assume their case to be proved, when it has but been presented by them staunchly 

and warmly: they are thoroughly accustomed to people believing in them,—it 

belonged to their fathers' "trade"! A Jew, contrariwise, in accordance with his 

business surroundings and the past of his race, is least of all accustomed—to people 

believing him. Observe Jewish scholars with regard to this matter,—they all lay great 

stress on logic, that is to say, on compelling assent by means of reasons; they know 

that they must conquer thereby, even when race and class antipathy is against them, 

even where people are unwilling to believe them. For in fact, nothing is more 

democratic than logic: it knows no respect of persons, and takes even the crooked 

nose as straight. (In passing we may remark that in respect to logical thinking, in 

respect to cleaner intellectual habits, Europe is not a little indebted to the Jews; 

above all the Germans, as being a lamentably deraisonnable race, who, even at the 

present day, must always have their "heads washed " 1111 in the first place. Wherever 

the Jews have attained to influence, they have taught to analyse more subtly, to argue 

more acutely, to write more clearly and purely: it has always been their problem to 
bring a people "to raison.”)" 

]] 


There are also of course many other quotes by the "crazy German", and being 
the great stylist that he was, he more often than not combined entertainment 
with insight (remember to consult P.K. on power and Nietzsche in the 
introduction to "The philosopher and power")... 


"the Jewish instinct of the "chosen”: they claim all the virtues 
for themselves without further ado, and count the rest of the 
world their opposites; a profound sign of a vulgar soul;" 

"People of the basest origin, in part rabble, outcasts not only 
from good but also from respectable society, raised away from 
even the smell of culture, without discipline, without knowledge, 
without the remotest suspicion that there is such a thing as con¬ 
science in spiritual matters; simply — Jews: with an instinctive 
ability to create an advantage, a means of seduction out of every 
superstitious supposition, out of ignorance itself." 

[Will to power, 197,199 ( Spring-Fall 1887 ) Translated 
by Walter Kaufmann and R. J. Hollingdale Edited by Walter 
Kaufmann 

https://archive.org/stream/FriedrichNietzscheTheWillTo 

Power/Friedrich%20Nietzsche%20- 
%20The%20Will%20to%20Power djvu.txt?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true 

these quotes above do not meant that the Jews are a 
different kind of human, having social- 
ontological/anthropological characteristics other humans 
don't have, but they can take on meaning in specific, 
concrete historical contexts/societies where there is 
specific and concrete evidence of GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE ACCUMULATIONS of FORMS OF 
POWER). 

This is very interesting in terms of the history of ideas: 


The whole fatality was made possible by the presence in the 
world already of a similar kind of megalomania, the Dewish ( - once 
the chasm had opened Up between the Dews and the Christian-Dews, 









the Christian-Dews had to employ once more and in an ultimate 
intensification for their own self-preservation the self-preservative 
procedures devised by the Dewish instinct - ); on the other hand, 

Greek moral philosophy had already done everything to prepare 
the way for and to make palatable moral fanaticism even among 
Greeks and Romans - Plato, the great viaduct of corruption, who 
first refused to see nature in morality, who had already debased 
the Greek gods with his concept "good,” who was already marked 

by Dewish bigotry ( - in Egypt?) (202 ( Spring-Fall 1887; rev. Spring-Fall 1888 )) 


And this passage clearly shows that in the Greek world, or 
Roman world (and later Eastern Roman world), the Jews 
were never (? or nearly never?) allowed political power 
(whereas in the protestant/money/capitalistic-based 
world of England, Germany and the USA (but also in 
France, and to a lesser extent Italy re: Catholicism), esp. 
from the 19th century, influence on political power 
became like the second centre of their public activity 
connecting obviously with banking/trade etc. 

This was also the case with the earliest Christian community 
(also Dewish community), whose presupposition is the absolutely 
unpolitical Dewish society. Christianity could grow only in the soil 
of Dudaism, i.e., amidst a people that had already renounced poli¬ 
tics and lived a kind of parasitic: existence within the Roman order 
of things. Christianity is a step further on: one is even more free 

to "emasculate” oneself - circumstances permit it. 204 ( Spring-Fall 1887; rev. Sp 
ring-Fall 1888 ) 


Very interesting here is the term "satyr" - so one could find 
ex post facto a strong implication of "degeneracy" or 
Hedonism in regard to Western mass-democratic culture... 
of course, ancient Greece, as we know, also had a strong 
"Dionysian" aspect... though again, in pre-mass democratic 
societies, birth-rates were not usually a problem and the 




Greeks reproduced themselves sufficiently to be able to 
continue into the Christian era... 

832 ( Spring-Fall 1887) 

The Dews approached genius in the sphere of art with Hein- 
rich Fleine and Offenbach, this most gifted and high-spirited satyr, 
who as a musician clung to the great tradition and who is for 
those who have more than mere ears a real liberation from the 
sentimental and at bottom degenerate musicians of German roman¬ 
ticism. 

And Nietzsche rightly points out other groups' resentment 
at relative success in gaining power (though what 
Nietzsche does not point out is that if someone is not of 
the Jews it does not follow in logic that they have to 
necessarily "sit back and take it, or simply worship them". 

(The anti- 

Semites do not forgive the Dews for possessing "spirit” - and money. 

Anti-Semites - another name for the “underprivileged.”) 864 ( March-Dune 1888 ) 

Sorry, but this is just hilarious on one reading -1 
understand others would not find it funny(!): 

"Unpleasant, even dangerous, qualities can be found in every nation and every 
individual: it is cruel to demand that the Jew be an exception. In him, these 
qualities may even be dangerous and revolting to an unusual degree; 
and perhaps the young stock-exchange Jew is altogether the most 
disgusting invention of mankind ' [Human, all too human, 1878,1.475J 

SO AT THE END OF THE DAY, THERE IS NO "OBJECTIVE 
PSYCHOPATHOLOGISING" OF DISGUST - JUST JEWS (AND 
OTHERS WHO LOVE OR FOLLOW JEWS) TRYING 
TO JUSTIFY THAT THEIR GROUP SHOULD HAVE THE 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER BY 
SAYING THE OTHERS WHO DON'T LIKE THEM ARE TO 
BLAME BECAUSE THEY ARE "SICK" OR HAVE 




"AUTHORITARIAN PERSONALITIES" WHEN THE JEWS 
HAVE, THROUGH PRIMITIVE SECRET SOCIETY 
NETWORKING ETC., ACCUMULATED THE GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER!!!, ETC., AS 
WELL AS TRYING TO EXPLAIN WHY PEOPLE RESIST 
THEIR GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE ACQUISITIONS OF 
FORMS OF POWER. WHAT IS REALLY THEREFORE 
ALWAYS AT PLAY IS POWER (which of course is always 
related to IDENTITY/COUNTER-IDENTITY , 

TASTE (LIKES/DISLIKES) etc.) AND HOW MUCH IN 
FORMS OF POWER GROUPS HAVE. IF YOU HAVE IT, YOU 
WANT TO KEEP IT AND INCREASE IT. IF YOU DON'T 
HAVE IT, AND CAN'T GET IT, YOU 
ARE DISGUSTED (THOUGH YOU DON'T HAVE TO 
NECESSARILY BE, IF YOU JUST ACCEPT IT OR ARE 
INDIFFERENT TO IT}. IT'S AS SIMPLE AS THAT. 

(I have to admit, it does take a while, but after you look carefully at the 
way IT operates, it's not that hard to work out, e.g. in a certain country which 
in the last 30 years as it "just happens" became "multi-cultural" incl. thanks to 
SCMP (Satanic Circus Monkey People) as governmental ministers etc., who 
brought non-SCMP into the country by the millions, without the native people 
ever being consulted about the massive in-flow of non-natives since the 
country is "democratic", and even though some of these now multi-cultural 
natives went on, inter alia to rape many thousands of native Sluts or Skanks et 
al. as products mostly of broken families etc., and whilst some 30 years later 
various now multi-cultural native members of a particular Party have become 
pissed off with certain Satanic Circus Monkey behaviour (which basically 
consists of lying to the out-group and "fixing" things in-group so they always 
possess and wield GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of power) so that the 
now native multi-cultural people end up going public incl. understanding 
Hitler, etc., etc., etc.,... and of course what the SCMP do is they go to their fellow 
SCMP who own the Mass Media and or GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY 
influence it, and the SCMP present themselves as the victims protesting with 
their placards etc. and their absolutely REVOLTING SCMP faces, "injustice" 
and "anti-SCMPism", when all along they had been exercising GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of power to muscle out of positions of power and 
of forms of power the initially non-native people they wanted in the country 



in the first place. Then once an e.g. anti-Mohammedan political movement gets 
going, they as SCMP will have their people get involved in that too, and try to 
sow discord within the anti-Mohammedan movement overall, so that always 
anything that happens has significant SCMP involvement from the Far Left to 
the Far Right, which they water down deliberately to be a very, very, very 
SOFT Far Right, in fact more like a Centre-Left of the 2nd International (E. 
Bernstein and co.) up to the 1980s etc. HAHAHAHAHA!!!... And if you end up in 
court against them "seeking justice" under the "impartial rule of law" - good 
luck with all of that... HAHAHAHAHAHA!!! I know first-hand re: courts and the 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE SCMP presence amongst practitioners and on 
the bench, HAHAHAHAHAHA!!!... (this is not to say that (Zio-)USA and (Zio- 
)other countries weren't better places to live for many, many people than 
under hard, cruel communistic regimes etc.)... THIS, IN A NUTSHELL, IS HOW 
IT WORKS, MUTATIS MUTANDIS, EVERY TIME - SO FORGET ABOUT IT, 
IGNORE IT, MIND YOUR OWN BUSINESS (as all normal Anglo-Protestant 
origin people tell you to do (you do occasionally meet the odd Italo-Catholic 
who'll laugh about it with you, but generally not Anglo-Saxon types)... AND 
IT'S UP TO A COMPLETE CHANGE IN GEOPOLITICAL DYNAMICS (ChinaMan, 
Mohammedan, Ape-Anomie Man, someone else?) FOR THEM TO GET WHAT'S 
COMING TO THEM - BECAUSE IT WILL COME TO THEM. I've wasted the time 
I've wasted on them because I've dealt with them all my life and also because 
"a scientific observer of human affairs", if he is going to be worth anything, 
must observe and explain, if he can, all human affairs, without exception... and 
that's why great sociologists like Sombart and Weber dealt with them, but 
surprise surprise, once they took over GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE control 
of the Universities no honest research was ever done about them again in the 
mainstream. Conze wrote about them too, and I am sure his studies would be 
very revealing for they are really SCMP and Manifestations of SATAN and 
nothing else. I suppose though without Satan there is no God, without 
Darkness, no Light, so... And the other, most important reason, is that "for the 
term of my natural life" I hope to have scared anyone away so that P.K. can be 
left alone in peace with our very small "elite" SCMP circle of our own,... of the 
Mind,... who take great pleasure in knowing a lot of stuff, outside of 
IDEOLOGY, but who have no intention or reason to actually do anything in 
terms of engaging in politics.... Most people don't have the time, patience and 
hard mental discipline to get to where absolutely consistent scientific 
observation gets, i.e. P.K.'s work, and not my comments!!!) 

All elites contain elites as mobs, gangsters, inner circles, inner inner circles, 
etc.. The question is if a people can handle having foreigners as their elites or 
not. Some individuals might not want that, but if they can't mobilise the 
people or simply people and they can't get other elites to... then the 
Destroying will Eventually come from "outside the system", i.e. another 
"system", and or with the Ape as Anomie. As an individual or a small group of 





individuals you cannot possibly defeat about up to 800-900? years of banking 
and high finance in the medieval to modern version, the Mass Media and Mass 
Entertainment as SCMP Propaganda, etc., etc., etc.,... It is up to a significant 
"change in circumstances" - in the meantime, AVOID THEM if you can!!! 
HAHAHAHAHA!!! And that does NOT mean that Durkheim and Simmel and 
Marx and Spinoza and Aron and many others weren't great. They were, but so 
were so many other non-SCMP! Good luck to all people, and hopefully 
everyone can find their own safe space either with Satan if you are a SCMP, or 
without Satan if you are a non-SCMP! HAHAHAHAHAHA!!! All of this is Satire 
and Absolutely no harm is meant to anyone. Harm for people will arrive when 
it arrives whatever every one of us jointly and or severally may think... It's 
very important to prioritise in your life what you want to spend your time on... 
so stop wasting it, and if you are a man, then make sure you find a good 
woman, if you haven't already done so. The greatest fortune ever to befall me 
were women: the artists who are in Heaven, and a real one, who cooks, cleans, 
does all the housework, but is so independent and so admirable that I cannot 
but be an Angel myself towards her!!!... And then there were my ancestors, our 
offspring, my parents (especially my father who instilled, inter alia, very harsh 
discipline in me) and P.K.. Every person has or should have important people 
in their lives, and good, quality relationships is the best we can do as humans. 
All wise people know that - except perhaps those burdened with the 
responsibility of engaging in really serious concentrations, manifestations and 
relations of Power. 


A REMINDER: EVERYTHING WITHIN THIS SITE NOT BY P.K. 
ORA NAMED. SERIOUS AUTHOR. IS TOTAL FICTION AND 
BULLSHIT. SHIT. BULL OR SIMPLY LITERARY SATIRE OF A 
MAD LITERARY PERSONA... INCL. WHAT IS ABOVE AND 
WHAT NOW FOLLOWS. AND OF COURSE NO NORMATIVE 
AND OR POLITICAL PROGRAMME OR PLAN OF ACTION IS 
BEING PROMOTED. SUGGESTED OR ENDORSED - 
CONCRETE. SPECIFIC POLITICAL PROGRAMMES ARE FOR 
POLITICIANS AND OR THOSE ENGAGED IN TRYING TO 
CHANGE PEOPLES MINDS RE: MATTERS WITHIN THE 
REALM OF THE POLITICAL. AND THIS SITE DOES NOT DO 

THAT EVER APART FROM NAMED AUTHORS 















AND THEIR ARTICLES LINKED PROPOSING 
A COURSE OF ACTION (even if possible 
programmes are referred to in the 
commentary, they, are not being referred to 
so thatg j^a^ershould adoptsuch a 
programme - it's always up to the reader ,, it's 
always up to YOU to make up vour mincL and 
you 're more than welcome to REJECT 
EVERYTHING - this site DOES NOT CARE 
whetheryou agree , disagree or are 'thinking 
about it"...). 

IT'S NOT ROCKET SCIENCE, FUCKING IDIOTS! LET'S SAY I 
HAD A LIFE OF 1000 YEARS AND I WANTED TO 
DEDICATE 20 YEARS TO STUDYING A PARTICULAR 
GROUP. WHAT I'D DO IS I'D START WITH SOMBART AND 
WEBER AND OF COURSE P.K.'s HISTORICAL SOCIOLOGY 
AS POINTS OF ORIENTATION, I WOULD SCRUTINISE 
MACDONALD'S TRILOGY (INCL. ITS STRENGTHS AND 
WEAKNESSES BASED ON HIS LACK OF BOTH 
HISTORICAL-SCIENTIFIC AND SOCIOLOGICAL- 
HISTORICAL KNOWLEDGE, AND, HIS VERY POOR 
KNOWLEDGE OF THE HISTORY OF IDEAS}, I'D TAKE INTO 
CONSIDERATION ALL OF THE CRITICISM BY *****S - INCL. 
ALL THE INANE ZIO-TALMUDIC "LET'S TRY AND WORM 
OUR WAY OUT OF THIS" SOPHISTRY AND ADVANCED 
ZIO-LOBOTOMISED RETARDISM (PEOPLE LIKE ?????S 
DON'T EVEN WANT TO ACCEPT THAT A FACT IS A FACT; 
FACTS ARE FACTS, ETC.}, I WOULD GATHER ALL THE 




HISTORICAL DATA AVAILABLE RE: EUROPE INCL. RUSSIA 
AND THE USA (CANADA AND AUS. AND FROM 
ELSEWHERE), STARTING WITH THE INVOLVEMENT OF 
THIS PARTICULAR GROUP IN BANKING, FINANCE AND 
TRADE, AND THEIR ELITES' APPROACHES TO THE 
VARIOUS SEATS OF POWER, FROM ANCIENT TIMES, BUT 
ESPECIALLY FROM ABOUT THE 11TH TO 13TH 
CENTURIES A.D., AND THEN I'D END UP WITH SAY A 5 TO 
9 VERY THICK-VOLUME SCIENTIFIC STUDY OF THE 
SOCIAL PHENOMENON - WHICH TO IN-GROUP PEOPLE IS 
"NORMAL" AND TO OUT-GROUP PEOPLE WITH STRONG 
COLLECTIVE-HISTORICAL CONSCIOUSNESS IS 
"ABSOLUTELY DISGUSTING" - OF THE PARTICULAR 
GROUP IN QUESTION (and of course their most 
intense/fanatical members in their inner circles view the 
outside as "disgusting" etc. - e.g. it has been observed, in 
regard to someone's next door, that there are "goings and 
carrying on" of one of their religious leaders hiding in his 
compound and never coming out but to go chauffeured to 
e.g. the place of worship across the street from garage to 
garage (!) and how that person through his various Tribal 
Member real estate agents and others engaged (indirectly, 
surreptitiously, secretly, vicariously) in CRIMINAL 
PROPERTY DAMAGE when the property next-door was 
purchased through a non-Tribal Member agent!!! (that's 

why the particularly neighbourly property 
has a full surveillance and security/camera 
system so that SATAN knows that whilst he 
might be watching, others have an "eye in 
the sky" too!) HAHAHAHAHAHA!!!). 



THE VERY FACT THOUGH THAT SUCH A STUDY HAS NOT 
BEEN UNDERTAKEN IS A SURE SIGN OF SATAN, SATAN, 
MONKEY, MONKEY - SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, AND THAT 
IS AS PLAIN AS DAY! 

PERSONALLY, I'VE WASTED MORE THAN ENOUGH TIME 
ON THE SUBJECT - I'VE GOT FAR BETTER THINGS TO DO 
UNTIL I EXPIRE, AND IT'S UP TO OTHERS - IDEALLY, A 
TEAM OF SERIOUS IN-GROUP AND OUT-GROUP 
SCHOLARS - TO PRESENT OBJECTIVE FINDINGS TAKING 
INTO CONSIDERATION ALL OF THE FACTS AND AVAILABLE 
DATA, AND NOT DOING A SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
STITCH-UP (E.G. THERE WOULD BE A TEAM OF 3 
SUPPORTERS OF MACDONALD'S BASIC THESES AND 3 
SUPPORTERS OF THE OTHER SIDE AND 4 HISTORIANS- 
SOCIOLOGISTS OF IRREFUTABLE REPUTE - PIGS 
FLY! THAT SOMETHING LIKE THAT WOULD EVER 
HAPPEN!). SO, FOR AS LONG AS THIS PHENOMENON OF 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE CRYSTAL(LISATION)S, 
CONCENTRATIONS AND ACCUMULATIONS OF FORMS OF 
POWER THROUGH THE PRIMITIVE SECRET SOCIETY 
NATURE AND MEANS OF THIS GROUP CONTINUES, I.E. 
FOR AS LONG AS THERE IS "SOMETHING TO HIDE" FROM 
THE GENERAL PUBLIC, NO SUCH SERIOUS STUDY WILL 
EVER BE DONE... AND IT'S QUITE POSSIBLE, IF NOT, OVER 
THE LONG RUN, PROBABLE OR EVEN CERTAIN,... 

THAT HUGE, MASS SLAUGHTERS LIE BEFORE THEM IN 
THE FUTURE (PROBABLY NOT BY WHITE CHRISTIANS 
OR SECULARISTS, BUT BY MOHAMMEDANS, AFRICANS 
AND OR PERHAPS EVEN ASIANS OR BROWNISH LATINOS, 
DEPENDING ON WHAT THE (GEO)POLITICAL SITUATION 
AND CORRELATION OF FORCES IS AT ANY GIVEN TIME)... 
Anyway, it's their problem, I don't give a 



fuck because MY TRIBE is effectively DEAD, and I shall be 
mourning My Tribe's DEATH until I die... (though I 
shall point the bone, even if next to no-one knows about it! 
HAHAHAHAHA!!! - though, on one view, none of this is 
funny at all...) 


The latest live report (Aug. 2018) is that the Capital 
City and a number of historically precious Islands as 
well as many other places of Our Ancestors' 
Fatherland are Unapproachable as they have been 
INVADED AND FLOODED with Mohammedans and 
other African and Asian/Asiatic Invaders and 
Colonisers (= THE HORDES OF HELL, incl. out of 
control criminality from petty harassment and theft to 
burglaries, rape and MURDER (not to mention real, 
ongoing public health menaces and the spreading of 
DISEASES), which the GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY (I’ve never said fully or 
exclusively, RETARDS!) ZIO-CONTROLLED and or ZIO- 
INFLUENCED MASS MEDIA AND COLLUDING 
GOVERNMENTAL TRAITORS (under Zio-USA (and 
German sub-contractor to Zio-USA)) imperialistic 
(geo-)political and cultural tutelage (as happens in the 
case of all Empires and or Super Powers!) 
REPEATEDLY FAIL TO REPORT). First to Blame: the 
G???k "state "; Rest of the Blame: GERMANY/FRANCE, 
TURKEY, SATAN, IT'S SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY AND 
(ZIO-)USA AND ITS SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY WARS 
AND DECADES OF " ALL PEOPLE ARE EQUAL AND THE 




SAME, PROPAGANDA, INDOCTRINATION AND BRAIN 
WASHING (in other words, SICK BULLSHIT - and that 
doesn't mean I don't like Sidney Poitier, with his 
Defiance, his Lilies and his Dinner, or I don't think 


Cassavetes's 1959 fil m about "s h adows and racism " 
isn't a good film!)". |4 M) ALL ALONG, THESATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY HAS SEALED ITS COMPOUND AND NO 
EVEN A FLY PASSES THROUGH (WHILST OPPRESSIN 
PEOPLE WHO WERE THERE BEFORE THE CURREN 
VERSION OF THE SA TANIC CIRCUS MONKEY COMPOUND 
WASBUIL TJ JyOIJR TURN WILL COME SATANIC CIRCUS 



MONKEY! IT MAY TAKE DECADES OR LONGER, BUT 
YOUR TURN WILL COME! YOU ARE CURSED, 
ANATHEMATISED, AND CURSED AGAIN, SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY!!! DIE! DIE! DIE!!! (AND If our 
ancestors' Fatherland is destined to DIE, then YOUR 


COMPOUND CAN BE NUCLEAR-BOMBED, FOR ALL WE 
CARE!!! Of course, if we are destined to LIVE, then you 
can LIVE TOO because you gave us Philo, Josephus, 
Romanos the Melodist (though it's not absolutely 
certain), and a few others incl. Engonopoulos who was 
a great patriot! Who returned barefoot from the Front 
in Northern Epirus like our grandfathers (BaaiAcio^, 
Ka)vcjTavTivo<;)! We love that man, his poetry and his 
art to death just like we love our Grandfathers 
(Bctoiteux;, Ko)VCTTavTivo<;)!!!). BUT DON’T YOU DARE, 
EVER EVER EVER, APPROACH, CONTACT OR 
OTHERWISE COME NEAR US, EVER! SATAN!!!) 


I've written this before, but I'll write it again: 

















Watch, STUDY La Regie du Jeu (Rules of the Game, 1939) by 
the great, great, great Jean Renoir, and pay close attention 
to when he says "everyone has their reasons". Yes, this is 
the tragedy of humans. They do all have their reasons both 
as individuals and as groups in all kinds of different ways 
and through all kinds of different world views and values, 
likes and dislikes etc.. Ch. 3 of The Political and 
Manex plains the continuum of the Friend-Foe spectrum. 
There is NO WAY AROUND THIS. CONFLICT WILL 
ALWAYS EXIST, JUST AS CO-OPERATION. EXTREME 
CONFLICT HAS TAKEN PLACE REPEATEDLY IN 
RELATIVELY HOMOGENEOUS SOCIETIES (CIVIL WARS) 
JUST AS IN RELATIVELY HETEROGENEOUS SOCIETIES. 
ULTIMATELY, THOUGH, ADVANCED/HYPER- 
DEVELOPED MASSIFICATION AND ATOMISATION, AS 
WELL AS OUT-OF-CONTROL HEDONISM, ARE (or it seems 
so) LONG-TERM DEAD-ENDS. FOR MORE THAN 200,000 
YEARS OF HOMO SAPIENS EXISTENCE, MOST PEOPLE 
HAD A CLEAR NOTION OF THEIR COLLECTIVE (even in 
multi-racial and multi-ethnic (but relatively mono- 
cultural/religious) empires like the Eastern Roman 
Empire, for centuries it was always (or usually) clear who 
was Roman (Hellenic) and who by about the 8th to 13th 
centuries would form the basis for the Bulgarian, Serbianf, 
Albanian) nations, and who was Armenian, Syrianf- 
Arabic), et al.), AND LIVED RELATIVELY FRUGALLY TOO 
(TO SAY THE LEAST!). WHAT HAS HAPPENED SINCE 
WORLD WAR 2 IN THE WEST IS, IN TERMS OF THE LONG¬ 
TERM. A TOTAL FUCKING DISASTER (not that Science 
cares - it just describes and explains). IT NEEDS (of course 
science does not care, nothing "is needed") TO BE FIXED. 

IT DOESN'T HAVE TO BE DONE ON ANY KIND OF "PURE" 
BASIS, BUT "IT NEEDS" FIXING (someone could suggest, 



inter alia: strong borders, more local production, stronger 
communities, much, much, much stronger traditional 
families, de-urbanisation?, a de Gaullean-like European 
Federation from the Atlantic to the Urals protecting the 
historically relatively and largely (but not necessarily 
exclusively) white European peoples (though it does not 
seem to be emerging, to be perfectly honest...!), etc., etc., 
etc.) - AND NO-ONE CAN DENY THAT OVER THE LONG¬ 
TERM MOST HISTORICAL (WESTERN) PEOPLES HAVE 
HAD HIGHER DEGREES OF RACIAL, ETHNOLOGICAL AND 
CULTURAL (RELIGIOUS) HOMOGENEITY THAN TODAY. 
THE FIXING IS NO SIMPLE MATTER. IT WOULD REQUIRE 
DECADES. BUT IF IT'S NOT DONE, THEN THINGS WILL 
PROBABLY EVENTUALLY BREAK DOWN INTO 
INCREASING/HEIGHTENED CONFLICT-ANOMIE 
(uncontrollable levels of RAW CRIME) AND (possibly, 
eventually - though definitely not certainly) FORCED- 
(extremely)VIOLENT RE-HOMOGENISATION, INCL. THE 
BREAK-UP OF WHOLE REGIONS and or STATES INTO 
SMALLER REGIONS and or STATES. And even though 
there is no set, timeless formula or blueprint, because 
every society and era is different, too much "radical 
experimentation" over too long a period can lead to very 
unsatisfying (or even very murderous) results, especially 
for the people and the group(s) thinking that "all is well" 
(whilst the ship is actually sinking!). Wars and violent 
conflicts have always existed for as long as humans have 
existed, and per se, have absolutely nothing to do with 
"nationalism" or "globalism". But the out of control 
migrations of the peoples in the hundreds of millions has 
everything to do with "globalisation" and GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE (Zio-)USA/UK and (Zio-)German/ 
France "casino capitalism", preaching "human rights" and 



"the equal worth of every single human being" - That'll be 
the day!!! Just look and see what happens in practice!!! 
HAHAHAHAHA!!!. Western (consumerist-hedonistic) Mass 
Democracy IS NOT a social formation that can be applied 
to the whole world and for its whole population of 10 or 
11 billions by 2100. It just won't happen... there aren't 
enough resources and there isn't enough agreement 
between major Powers, and there is no one major or Super 
Power to dominate much of the world like c. 1945 with 
50% of the world's GDP. 

SO FUCKING FIGURE IT OUT!!! 

OTHERWISE REALITY WILL - AND MERCILESSLY TOO!!! 


Eya) 0a pyaAo) to <pi8i aito xr|v xpihxa; 
Ilaq KaXa; ’Eyd) per a 8uaKoAxa<; £pa0a 
va CTKOum^a) xa omaOia poo p£X«pxl! '0 
Kiv£^oq fj 6 IIi0t|ko<; 0a PyaAouv to <pl8i 
cnio xf|v xponav, av Svvavxai va 
£^ayovv xov o<piv £K xfjq oxxfjq, Sioxi ki 
auxo 8ioA.ov alyoupo £ivai. Efiipaxoix; 

6 pax;. Hp£tq £^r|vxXr|0r|p£v. IToAAa 
pxxou^oiJKia. rAivTiTtoAv. S£xaaap£ va 
8oi)X£ooop£. S£xaaap£ xa ndvxa. IIoAAd 
xa CT(pr|vdKia. Ar|0r| icai puaAo 
KoopKovxi. nd£i. T£ppa. Tiko<;. 


E£xaaax£ vet pat; Tt£ix£ itoloi Eaxaviaxai aopp£X£ixav 
ax; «TttA)Xr|xai» £i<; pa0po cue pax; SoaavaAoyo p£ xo 
Ttocroaxo xoo aovoAucoo itAr|0oapoo xoo<; £v xfj 
AoxoKpaxopia 'O0a)paviKfj, Kai arjp£pa xoo<; axrjv£X£ 
TtoXXaTtXa pvr|p£ia Kaixoo<; Kav£X£ x£p£va8£<;, £vd) 
xocia pvr|p£ia 8ia xa £Kaxoppdpia xd)v 'EAArjvaiv 
^£KXr|piap£V(A)v fj d<po)poia)p£va)v aito xo Bappapov 
"AAAov 8 £v £X£X£... £iq xf|v L8iav xf|v «Ilaxpi8av» 
t|pd)v!!! Ar|Aa8rj, oiripa)£<; xoo ’21 8£vfj^£Opav 
aTtoXoxax; xiitox£<;, £; (^£pa), ^£pa), Huffington Post 
£lvai, Kai KaXdx£pa va 8r|poai£o0fj xo ap0po ax; £X£i 
Ttapa va prjv... atpoo «oAax; xoxaiax;» xoyxav£i va 
£lvai £iq 8idoxaoiv ai HI1A p£xa xfj<; ToopKiat; 
(xdxaxdxdxaxd!) - Kai va poo Tt£ix£ oxi aoxoi £pitopoi 
Kai... r|aav £v ttoA^oi<;, 8£v yivoxav aAAid)<;, atpoo 
f|aav aTtoKX£iap£voi aito xo Kai xo, AEN opax; aXkal,£i 
xo y£yovo<;...) 

http: //ardin-rixi.gr/archives/2 09060?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true 


SO OBVIOUSLY THE CAUSE IS NOT THE 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY - BUT BOY-OH- 
BOY-DOES IT GROSSLY 
DISPROPOR TIONA TEL ^PARTICIPATE IN 
THE PROCESS (VIA GROSS OVER¬ 
REPRESENTATION AND GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE CONTROL OF THE 
MASS MEDIA AND MASS 





ENTERTAINMENT, ELITE UNIVERSITY 
LEVEL "ACADEMIC THEORY", THE 
"INTERPRETATION OF THE LAW" VIA 
SUPERIOR COURT JUSTICES, INFLUENCE 
ON "EDUCATION, IMMIGRATION AND 
FOREIGN POLICY" ETC., ETC., ETC.)... 

ExoAlo gtou KaA£vx£pi5r| to 

LOToAoyiO ( http://infognomonpolitics.blogspot.com/2018/08/blog- 

post 390.html#comment-form?temp-new-window-replacement=true l. 

Fotis V.28 Auvougtou 2018 - 11:40 ti.u. 

AiafSaoTE to oxe5io tou OHE otto to 2001 Y ia £ttoikio|j 6 Tpg Eupumpg pe pETavaaTEg 

15 OktojPpiou 2016, 16:14 

IX^bio KaGobpyoupevo otto tov OHE ppiaKETai oe e^eAi^p yia ETTOiKiapo Tpg Eupurrrpg ps 
pouaouApavoug TTpoacpuyEg koi pETavaoTEg. 

Oning ypacpsi P Ppetovikp Express, o OHE aup(3ouA£U£i Tpv Eupump va SexGei iroAAa EKaToppupia 
psTavaoTE^ Y ia va avTipETumioEi to SppoypacpiKO Tpg irpopAppa. 

MiAaps 5pAa5p ^EKaGapa yia ETTOiKiapo, acpou oi TrpoacpuyEg koi pETavaoTEg spxovTai yia va 
EyKaTaoTaGouv povipa Oote va «avaTTApp(joaouv” to uttotiGepevo SppoypacpiKO npopAppa Tpg 
Eupumpg. 

OAa auTa o OHE to EiapyEiTai oe pia ekGeop tou 2001 ps tItAo: «Replacement Migration: Is It a 
Solution to Declining and Ageing Populations?” - ApAaSp, «M£TavaaTEuap AvaTrAppijoapg: Eivai 
pia Auap Y ia TrapaKpa^ovTEg koi yppaaKOVTsg TTApGuapoug;”. 


Atto tov titAo 5ev pevei Kapia apcpifSoAia koi yia to TTEpiExopEvo. [OAp Tpv ekGeop pnopEiTE va Tp 





SiafSaaETE e 5 (ju: REPLACEMENT MIGRATION Kai e 5 (ju: Replacement Migration: Is It a Solution to 
Declining and Ageing Populations?]. 

«Oi TTpopAcqjEig tujv HvcjpevcjOV E0vtjov uttoSeikvuouv oti p£Tat;u 1995 koi 2050 o TTAr|0uap6g Trig 
laTTijoviag koi oAcjov tcjov x w P^ v Trig Eupurrrrig dvai to TTiOavoTEpo va peiwOei. Is KanoiEg 
TT£piTTTCjoo£ig, aupTT£piAapPavop£vr|g Trig EaOoviag, Tpg BouAyapiag koi iTaAiag, 01 x^P £ g 6° 
Xaaouv otto to 1/3 Ecog to 1/4 tou TrAqOuapou Toug. H ynpavari tou TTAqOuapou 0a dvai KaOoAiKii, 
av£pa^ovTag Tr| psari qAiKia a£ lOTopiKa avsu TTponyoupEvou uippAa miTTESa. Tia TrapaSEiYpa, 
OTqv iTaAia, r| psari qAiKia 0a ovePei otto to 41 xpovia oto 53 to 2050”, avacpspsi r| ekOeoh tou 
OHE. 

iTqv £K0£ar| E^ETa^ovTai oktcjo x^P £ g P £ X a Mn^°ug puOpoug YEVviiasuv, SqAaSii l~aAAia, rEppavia, 
ITaAia, lanijovia, Notio Kopsa, PwaiKri OpooTrovSia, HvajpEvo BaaiAsio koi HvcupEVEg FloArmEg 
koi 5uo TTEpioxeg, EupiOTrn koi EupcjOTTai'Kri ’Evcjoar|. 

Na aqpEicjoOEi e5co oti r| ekOeoh ypckpthke to 2001 ,5r|Aa5r| TrpoavaYY £ AA£i auTa ttou ttAeov aqpEpa 
aupPaivouv kovovikci koi «av0pcjOTTiaTiKa”. 

H EK0£ar| tou OHE irpoTEivEi va «avaTTAr|pcjo0ouv” to «K£va” tcjov vtotticjov TTAriOuopcov (ttpokeitoi 
Yia ^EKaOapo ETTOiKiapo) OTig TTapaTTavuj x^P £ g Kai TTEpioxsg ps pETavaaTsg. Eivai r| AsyopEvri 
«M£TavaaT£uar| AvaTTAr|pcjoar|g”. 

iTqv £K0£ar| avacpspETai oti ttpettei va eioepxovtoi OTqv EupcjOTTai'Kri 'Evijoaq 612.000 pETavaaTsg 
Ka0£ xpovo pETa^u tcjOV etcjOV 2000-2025 Kai 1.300.000 koOe xpovo pETa^u twv etcjOV 2025-2050. 

Auto ttpoteivetoi y |Q va KaTaTToA£pr|0£i r| UTTOY£vvr|TiK6Tr|Ta koi to SqpoYpacpiKO. 

YTTEvOupi^oupE oti auTa aKpipOg UTTOOTnpi^av koi 5uo UTTOupyoi Tpg KupEpvqarig Tampa OTig 
apxeg tou 2016, oth auvExeia aiumriaav otto Tig d/Tovsg avTi5paa£ig. 

iTqv i5ia £K0£ar| oppEicjovETai oti ottoio £0vog 5ev OeAei va eiooyei pETavaoTEg, tote 0a ttpettei va 
au^qaEi to opia auvTa<;io56Tr|ar|g TTEpa otto to 65 xpovia koto pia oAoKArpri SEKasTia. 



Bepaiuj^ q AiTOTqTa ttou mipaAAEi q l~£ppavia povo Tqv aut;qaq tcjov Y £ vvqa£(jov 5ev euvod, 
iSiaiTcpa cttov Noto ttou £Tn(3aAA£Tai aypia AiTOTqTa, o OTToiog NoTog otto o,ti cpaivcTai TTpoopi^ETai 
va ETTOIKIOTEi. 

Ti TTpoeiSoTTOiouv oi apxaioi 'EAAqveg cpiAoaocpoi: 

O IIAaTtjov, Trpiv 25 aiievEg, YP° ( P £|: 

«Av oping o TTAqOuapog [Tqg TToAqg, 5qA. tou Kpcrroug] cAaTTinOd koi tteoei kotcjo otto tov 
EmOupqTO apiOpo, 5ev ttpettei va cpspvoupE OTqv noAq t;£voug ttoAite^ ttou 5ev exouv £KTrai5£u0d 
p£ TOV OCjOOTO TpOTTO» («N6poi», 741a). 

Kai o IIAouTapxo^, 20 aiinvEg TTpiv, £ ^HY £ i Y iaT i ; 

«Oi ttoAAe^ koi ttoikiAe^ TTOioTqTEg, ttou TTEpiKAdouv avTi0£O£iq Kai dvai SuokoAo va Tig Sapaaag, 
KOTOOTpECpOVTai TTpOTOU Pp£0OUV EipOOOV, OTTWg 0£ TTOAq p£ avOpijOTTOUg piyabEg TTOU £XOUV 
auYK£VTpcjo0d otto TTavTou, 5 ev dvai eukoAo va cpTaaouv a£ KaTdoTaaq EVOTqTag koi opoioTra0£iag, 
aAAa Ka0£ pia Tpa(3a£i TTpog outo ttou Tqg dvai oikeio koi dvai 5 uokoAo va auvSuaaTd p£ to 
aAAocpuAo» («IupTToaiaKa», A', ripopAqpa A', 661C). 

https://www.tribune.gr/world/news/article/291675/diavaste-schedio-tou-oie-apo-2001-gia- 

epikismo-tis-evropis-metanastes.html 


As a Greco-Roman, or Rhomios, or Greek, or 
Hellene, and from a Macro-Historical 
Perspective, there is next-to-nothing 
positive to say GROSSO MODO about Islam 
and Mohammedans as a Collective and 
Group Social Phenomenon. SO, this article is 



very interesting reading (whether you 
agree on some, many, all or none of the 
points or NOT - it's still interesting): 

https://www.counter-currents.com/2018/08/a-west- 

indian-hindu-looks-at-islam/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 

AND just because I LOVE the Italians, and in part the 
French, CULTURALLY, or that I recognise Lenin as a 
Leader of World-Historical Significance (see Theory of 
War - Summary Notes (when I cover the part related to 
Lenin, hopefully by mid-2019)), it doesn't mean that THIS 
does not apply (re: c. 1908/1910 to 1922 etc.): 
https://slpress.gr/idees/oi-pro-nazistikes-methodoi-toy- 

kemal-poy-odigisan-sti-mikrasiatiki-katastrofi/?temp- 

new-window-replacement=true 

Auxoq oq 5ia7ipay|iax£U£xai xa auxovor|xa fj xa 0£|i£Aia)5r| 
x£ Kai xa (Banned xrjq Tauxoxr|x6<; xou Aiav auvxopooq, 
iaxopiKox; opav, oi|j£a0ai, iSav, £ 0 )paK£vai, Tauxoxr|xav 

oux £? £L - 

http://infognomonpolitics.blogspot.com/2018/Q9/blog- 

post.html?temp-new-window-replacement=true 

Aito riamapov evavxiov npoxsaxavTiapou 
etc; ’EKKoagiKSUCTiv, AGsTav Kai xf)v 
ApspiKavo'ErnKpaxeiav xou 
Eaxava/Maggoova/Eaxaviapou (PAeitexe 
ar|g£pov xi TEgEvaSEc; Kavouv ol 6ia<popoi 
Ilamaxal Kai oi npox£crravxoEuayy£Aiaxai 










Kai AoiTToiSaxavoAoPoxo[ir||i£voi sic; xouc; 
'EKTtpoaarrrouq xou Eaxava-Mappoova (oAoc; 
6 Koapoq TTEpiaxpEcpETaiyupa) daro xf)v Suer) 
xouq Saxavo'TTtap^iv p£ ctKpax; 
5uaavdAoyr|v Aaxpsiav xoov Slkoov xouc; 
EaxavoMvr|p£ia)v Siapsaou MME k.x.A. elc; 
xr]v Auaiv aKpoog SuaavaAoyax; Eiq xa xdpia 
Kai Otto xf]v ETtippof) xwv Eaxaviaxwv- 
Mappamaxodv - evoo Ttavoo card 200 
EKaxoppdpia aOdoa axopa aKoxoo0r|Kav xov 
20ov aiodva, oiXaxavoAo(3oxopr|p£voi 
KaOovxai cxav xa ^a TTpdq a(payf|v va 
Aaxpsuouv dKpooq SuCTavaAoyooc; xo 8lko 
xouq - xou Eaxava - xo «6AoKauxoopa»... 
AyyAiaxi: How Fucked-In-The-Head are 
You? VERY, VERY, VERY FUCKED-IN-THE- 
HEAD!!!) = pa^ofToiricTri, E^axopiKEuaiq, 
OAiapoc;, r|5oviapd<;, KaxavaAamapot;, 
aaxxKpiAia, (pEpiviapoq-Trouxavoadvri, 
Ttouaxiapoq, EKcpuAiapoq, rsviKEupEvp 
EaxavoAo(3oxopr|, k.o.k.,... To xcpaKxiKo yia 
pat; Ospa 5ev £ivair| TtEpiypacpf) xd>v 
cpaivopEvoov auxodv - 6 XaAKOKOv8uAr|<; xo 
EKavE auxo pd cntxaiaxov EixiaxripoviKdv 



Kal yAcoaaiKov Tponov - to TuptxKxiKO Ospa 
sivai irax; 0a £m(3iaxxn auxo 6 e'peive goto 
xov £AAr|vicx|i6v, Kal ttccAl 6 XaAKOKOvSuArp; 
paq to elite: SouAcia, TrapayooyiKoxriTa, 
TExvoAoyia, SioiKr|aiq, ao(Bapoxr|c;, £0viKoq 
axeSiaapoc;, EKTraiSsuaic;, (puAa^ic; auvopoov, 
apuva,... = oAa oaa 5ev Kavapc Kai 5ev 
KdvoopEv... apayc 6ia(3da£T£ ucpi 
iaxopiac;... 

http://infognomonpolitics.blogspot.eom/2 

018/09/blog-post 53.html?temp-new- 

window-replacement=true 


It might seem like a 
paradox , but it's true: the 





greatest thinker in the 
history of the West 
appeared when the West 
was effectively , if not 
totally , DEAD (and hardly 
anyone ever found out 
anything about him). 


'0,ti Kai va yivg, o,ti kccI 
va ovpprj, 6 noXepioTrjq 
rov rzvovq, rov "EQvovq, 
ti )<; TlarpiSoq, rfj<; <PvXfj<;, 
rfj<; Opr/GKEiac;, rov TipLov 
It avpov, rrjq T1 Lot £(*)(;, rrjq 


OiKoyzvziac;, tojv ayiayv 
eScup&v Kaix<*>iJi<XT(A)v Kai 

T(bv npoyov(ov, iiot£<; 
d(prjv£i, noTzq 
eyKocraXeinei to uooto 
tov rj to onko tov (eoto) ki 
dv ELvai to onko 
KovSvkocpopoi " - rj 6 
nokzpioTrjc; aviKavoq Kai 
axpsloq 6 iSioq). 
KavTaKov^qvoq Kai 
Eoka)p6<;, TlakaLokoyoq Kai 
repoq ax; to TekoiH iv Tfj 
rjoor] Nikt] Kai rj dvapovrj 
tov Xapov kepivTiKa Kai 
nakkr / Kaprjaia! 


Trust me on this. There's nothing more entertaining than Nietzsche on 

song! 


When you stare into the abyss the abyss stares 

back at you. 

(Friedrich Nietzsche) 

izquotes.com 


Clue: If I were an educated Roman (Hellenic Rhomios) from 999 A.D. who had studied his Homer well, especially The 
Iliad, and had arrived into this world, would I or would I not have spoken as I have spoken throughout this Website? 
[[And Nietzche's quote above contains far more meaning than you could ever possibly imagine...]] 


I'm now watching for the first time after about 30 years 
Tarkovsky's The Sacrifice (1986), and all I can say is that if 
you've studied your Nietzsche, you've studied your P.K., 
you know what Marx was good at, you know your History, 
you've carefully observed Humans, you know your world 
literature and philosophy classics, you know Ingmar 
Bergman's masterpieces well (I'm not talking about the 
overrated Persona (1966), and I'm not talking just about 
the Great Masterpieces Wild Strawberries (1957) 
and Fanny and Alexander [19QZ), but also about Smiles of a 





Summer Night (1955), The Seventh Seal (1957), The Virgin 
Spring (1960) and of course The Magic Flute[ 1975)), you 
know your Ozu, Renoir, Mizoguchi, Ford, Bunuel, Ophuls, 
Rossellini, Powell and Pressburger (The Archers), de Sica, 
von Sternberg, Welles, Visconti, your Chaplin, Keaton, 
Eisenstein, Kurosawa, Tati, Sirk, Hitchcock, Lubitsch, 
Hawks, A. Mann, your S. Ray, your N. Ray, and your 
Kubrick, Fellini, Scorsese, Bresson, Truffaut, Pasolini, J. 
Huston, E. Kazan [America America (1963)), Laurel and 
Hardy, Capra, Melville, Becquer, Scola, Germi, Rizi, D. W. 
Griffith, Murnau, von Stroheim, F. Lang, R. Flaherty, Helena 
Bertha Amalie "Leni" Riefenstahl, P. Sturges, V. Minnelli, B. 
Wilder, Bob Hope movies (HAHAHAHAHA!!!), D. Lean, The 
Third Man, the two masterpieces by Clouzot, some (not all) 
Bertolucci, some (not all) Godard, ditto: D. Lynch, your 
Peckinpah, your Cassavetes (with all that Tribal Warrior - 
and to be honest, very endearing and likable Tribesman - 
Peter Falk, and Gena Rowlands LOOPY LOONY MADNESS - 
HAHAHAHAHA!!!), et al), you obviously have seen and 
studied Tarkovsky's other masterpieces, as well as "real 
crazy unbelievable touching shit" like Antonioni's The 
Passenger (1975), etc., etc., etc. - it literally never ends 
(two or more lives would never be enough!), and in 
particular if you are - as a matter of IDENTITY - Eastern 


Orthodox, you are going to be in for amongst the most 


fulfilling two and a half hours of your life... 


[[TIP: there is no Solution, just 


Struggle, but being Zio-Lobotomised does not have to be your Choice if you want to define for yourself what it means to be relatively FREE, 
though you can choose to be Zio-Lobotimised if you are part of ZIO or you don't mind being a conscious part of the Satanic Monkey Circus... 


esp. because, after all, there is no Solution and Absolute Better - just other relative Betters in which others feel Oppressed... and Continues 
does the Struggle... And Quiet Flows the Don... And be Nice to your Loved Ones, especially your WOMAN, because that's all there is for most of 


us... no matter how much you think you know...]] AND DON'T FORGET. THERE IS NO POSSIBILITY OF SCIENCE WITHOUT HUMANS - AND IF 
YOU LIKE THEORY AT AN ADVANCED STAGE OF INTELLECTUAL DEVELOPMENT - THEN YOU NEED HUMANS IN SOCIETIES DEVELOPED 


TO AN ADVANCED STAGE WITH FOOD, SHELTER, CERTAIN COMFORTS,... LAW AND ORDER, PEACE MORE OR LESS (IF NEVER FULLY) 
GUARANTEED...! 


Andrei Rublev (1966) is still and always the 
best! Such are Tastes, they do change, but 



some Tastes can be Steady for decades,... or 

1 HI don't think it was mere coincidence that at around the time or a few years 

longer- 

after The Sacrifice and Fanny and Alexander, Sweden continued on a mass scale with what it had started 
since the 1950s and 1960s to remain and be at the Vanguard of Full Spectrum Zio-Lobotomisation, i.e. 
Extreme and Hyper-Advanced anti-Traditional anti-Ancestral Massified Atomisation based on Feniino- 
Faggotistic Consumeristic Hedonistic Degeneracy and the Exotic Mass Importation of the Alien Other as 
Anomic Self-Flagellation in a Totally Fucked-in-the-Head Orgiastic Worship of Zio-Insanity with its base 
in Zio-Protestant/Evangelical-USA... Hence, the Extreme Zio-Lobotomised Hatred of the Inherited 
Collective Self... This kind of Mass Psychosis, unfortunately, has already GONE WAY TOO FAR... and that's 
what Happens when YOU ALLOW THE BRAIN CANCER OF THE ZIO-LOBOTOMY, i.e. THE PARASITIC- 
VULTURE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY FLEA to take over your collective thinking and FUTURE... NOW YOU 
HAVE NO FUTURE... WELL DONE, FUCKING RETARDS!!! HERE, HAVE A NOBEL PRIZE OR SOMETHING 
ELSE "SPECIAL" FROM THE ACADEMY... CONGRATULATIONS!!!]] 

NEVER FORGET THIS: YOUR DREAM 
SOLUTION NEVER HAS ANYTHING TO DO 
WITH A PRAGMATIC SOLUTION RELATED 
TO REALITY. IT'S ONE THING TO DREAM, 
IT'S ANOTHER TO PROPOSE SOMETHING 
REALISTIC RELATED TO THE PRESENT 
STATE OF AFFAIRS AND WHAT IS DOABLE. 
WISE RULERS ALWAYS PROCEED 
REALISTICALLY, EVEN THOUGH THEY 
SOMETIMES HAVE TO BE (VERY) BRUTAL. 
LEAVING THINGS THE WAY THEY ARE ON 
AUTOMATIC PILOT IN THE PLANETARY 
ERA IS A SURE SIGN OF IMPENDING 
CATASTROPHE... [YOU SEE, ANDREI AND I, 
SEE EYE TO EYE. BOTH OF US WOULD 
MUCH RATHER HAVE SPENT OUR LIVES 
MILKING OUR GOATS, PLOUGHING OUR 



FIELDS, GOING FISHING AND GOING TO 
CHURCH WITH OUR RESPECTIVE WOMEN 
AND SONS - AND THATS FINE BOTH 
EMOTIONALLY AND ARTISTICALLY FOR US. 
REALISTICALLY AND PRAGMATICALLY, 
OTHERS WILL DO WHAT THEY WILL DO. 
WE CAN'T HELP THEM OR YOU.) 


These comments below from a particular website are interesting: 

"Censorship in China is explicit. Everyone knows it, and the government doesn't hide the 
fact that it goes on. It's a stark contrast to western media, where it definitely happens 
too, but such accusations are met with denial, evasion, or worse." 

"Censorship in the West is generally a sign that things are getting a bit too fair, so to 
speak. Nobody cares what you say as long as you have no influence and can be easily 
ridiculed as a nut case. When people start to take you seriously and it threatens the 
status quo, "free speech" gets re-defined accordingly." 

"They censored Alex Jones. He blames the Chinese and has the commie flag with stars 
on his site blaming them, but he very well knows who is behind his ban." 

So if there are any "avid" readers of this Site, why don't we keep it between 
ourselves and not publicise ourselves - there's no point anyway, because 99 
out of 100 people are way too Retarded and Zio-Lobotomised to understand 
"what's going on" (to quote Mr. M. Gaye), anyhow... 


Whoever feels this song, knows exactly where I'm coming from (P.K. was 
different; he was an Aristocrat, Noble, Ebyevriq. I represent the Peasant- 
Proletarian (Xo)pidxr|^) wing of our now defunct, deceased, dead nation): 

Flcc zdv Oslo pov zdv MfjzooH! Aicvvia i) Mvrjpp TovH! "Epxopcu kl syoj va 
kt]6£Vto) pa([ oov ozo XaipLoW EAM-EAAE, Zrjzo)!!! ToEKOvpi Kal &a)z lcc ozovq 
’EQvoprjdEviozEq XacpiEdzq npooKvvrjpEvovq!!! Telo. oov Zzpazr] MvpiPpXr]!!! 
Ma^i Kal pt 'oEva ELpaozE!!! ZspovpE oXol tzoloi aKpLpajq e’ivcu ol ZazavaSEq, 
EpsTq Oi TeXevzcuol. 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=K98q 8e-C6Y&temp- 

new-window-replacement=true 


And After Death this is now playing (this is where we 
should have been living whilst alive...]: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rb6KBSll PM&tem 

p-new-window-replacement=true 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yTW3h6TiIEO&temp 

-new-window-replacement=true 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kKXmi7oaTDM&tem 

p-new-window-replacement=true 


BEING WITH ONE S 
FELLOW TRIBESMEN AND 
TRIBESWOMEN IS THE 
ONLY STATE OF FREEDOM ! 

And if there are any of my 
fellow Tribesmen who look 
down on these songs, then 










[[dc; xov oAov icjxoxottov 
auxov, oxav Skv irpoKeixai 
Sia xa Aoyia xou 
XcxAkokovSuAou 

p£xa7i£(ppaap£va 6p0co(; dq 

iSioopa |3ap|3apov, opiAdxo 
Aoy ox£/v iKov-icaAAix£xv lkov 
TTpoacoTTdo, Kai ou Sdq 
ccAAoc;!!!]] 

NA BATE ZTO AI ABO AO, 
TOYPKOZBOPITAI KAI 
ZA TANOA 0B0 TOMHMENOI 
MO YXAMETOKQA 0 TPYBIA EZ 
! Em KAI H KYP'ArrEAfl 
MOYZAZ EXOYME ZIXA0E1 
KOBPOZKYAA BOY TA 



















0EAETE OAA ETOIMA KAI 
AEN EXETE IAEA TI QA F1EI 
AOYAEIA, TZOTKAANIA, 
ZTPOrrYA OKA 0IZMENOI 
ZTO AHMOZIO, 
BPQMOKOMMA TOZKYAA 
THZ ZYM0OPAZ KAI THZ 
XEIPIZTHZ QPAZ! TO IZPAHA, 
BPE Z(2A XAPAMO&AHAEZ, 
riA TI EXE I Z0PAriZEI TA 
ZYNOPA TOY KAI AEN 
NOMO0ETEI KAI ZirOYPA 
AEN nPATTEI YTIEP THZ 
no A Y0YAETIKOTHTOZ KAI 
TOY mA YHOAITIZMOY KAI 
TON ANOIXTON ZYNOPON, 



END 01HAEIETOl 
AIEEKA TOMMYPIO YXOI THE 
AlAXUOPAX TOYTIPOQOOYN 
AKPIBQE TON 
no A Y0YAETIE MO KAI TON 
110 A YllOAITIZMO KAI TA 
ANOIXTA EYNOPA riA TIE 
AAAEEXQPEE; EIETE 
TEAEIQE 

EA TANOAOBOTOMHMENOI; 
01EHMEPINEE UPAEEIE 
YnEP «MIAE APUAXTHE» OA 
KATAAHEOYN ME AUOAYTO 
EirOYPOTHTA EE 
TPAFOAIEE TIE OUOIEX H 
«EAAAE» AEN OA ANTE EE I, 



KAI AFIAQZOA YIAPAAQXETE 
THN OAH ZYAAOTIKH MAI 
KAHPONOMIA ZE EENOYZ 
EQNIK1ZTEZ KAI 
1MT1EPIAA1ZTEZ KAI 
MTIAXAA OEIZBOAEIZ, BPE 
EQNOMHAENIZTEZ TOY 
ZATANOKQAOYKAI THZ 
HAIOIOTEPAZ 
AZXETOZYNHZ HOY EXE I 
nPOKYWEI nOTE ZTHN 
IZTOPIAW !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

(KAI AYTO EIT OYAENI 
AOm IHMAINEI OTI H 
«EAAA£» AEN nPEnEI NA 





XYNEPTAXTEI AIAKPATIKA 
KAI XTPATIOTIKA, 
TAKTIKflZ, fj AKOMA KAI NA 
XYMMAXHXEI 
ETPATHriKHE, ME TO 
IZPAHA fj THN AITYFITO fj 
OnOIOAHIlOTE AAAO 
KPATOX... AN EINAI ONTOZ 
nPOI TO IYMOEPON THE 
«EAAAAOZ». 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SSdOsWICeUw&tem 

p-new-window-replacement=true 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=A 7cg F4BoU&temp- 

new-window-replacement=true 

KAI riAAI - (KAI AEN MOY KAirETAI KAPOI AN 0 
XAAKOKONAYAHX 0A ME XAEYAZE H OYK. 01 
APIXTOKPATAI, ME TO XYNAOI TOY!' KAI 01 BAAXOI, 
XTA XOPIA TOYS!!!: 






https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xY3sUuT0TIM&temp 

-new-window-replacement=true 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AjxNLdVIeiw&temp- 

new-window-replacement=true 

0 MIKHS KAI 0 SEP MAS... nANTA STHN KAPAIA MAS... 

https ://www.youtube.com/watch?v=v- 
Uo8cOjTMc&temp-new-window-replacement=true 


SO, YOU HAVE YOUR "GOD" - BE IT CLAPTON OR 
HENDRIX OR WHOMEVER ELSE - THEY'RE ALL 
FOREIGNERS, ALIENS, STRANGERS, TO ME, AND WE 
HAVE OURS: 

https: //www.youtube.com/watch?v=SD E17 i8UO v8&temp 

-new-window-replacement=true 


But we also love this too (iva ppv vopi^Exe oxi 5£v 
^£Upou[i£v Kai an' auxa): 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5IwKDzPlY0s&temp 

-new-window-replacement=true 
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• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondylis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondylis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within ail of this 
website], 

"The German "special way (Sonderweg or exceptionalism)" and 
German prospects (perspectives)" by Panagiotis Kondylis 

The German »special way« and German prospects.pdf 

Size : 348.642 Kb 
Type : pdf 

"One more likely feels guilty in Tuscany or in Alsace than as a welfare recipient". 

"The monsters of today have often become the gods of tomorrow, yesterday's atrocities, today's models". 



One of Kondylis's most enthralling articles, "The German "special way" and German prospects", is an excellent 
example of how a historical value-free, i.e. descriptive and non-normative, approach is capable of shedding light on 
a concept that has been inundated by all kinds of emotionalism, parochialism and sheer narrow-mindedness, if not 
downright stupidity and overt racism. The different meanings and interpretations of the German "special way" are 
contrasted to social-historical reality, so that it becomes clear that from a strictly scientific point of view even such a 
maligned phenomenon as Nazism is nothing more and nothing less than a facet of human, social action tied to a 
particular time and place with a particular history, just like all the various manifestations of despotism, democracy 
and all other polities. It is not the task of the social scientist to regurgitate popular misconceptions or to 
disseminate blatant lies based e.g. on the level or amount of crudely racist propaganda and quantity of atrocities 
under the Nazi regime when, after all, the qualitative attributes of such racism and violent acts have been recurring 
in much, if not all, of human history, and the quantity, mutatis mutandis, of the said "abnormalities" or 
abominations have, in any event, not been infrequent since time immemorial, in addition to being the product of 
perpetrators with all kinds of racial, ethnological, political, religious and other backgrounds. The task of social 
science is to understand what has happened, what is happening and what might happen, including the rise and fall 








of nations, ideologies, forms of government etc. in the directly relevant social and historical framework of the 
specific era in question without recourse to simplistic "explanations" which reflect (present-day) ideological 
preferences and concrete interests of concrete collective subjects. What humans do with, and to, other humans is 
part of human (i.e. social) action - there is no "good" or "evil" outside of what is (either in peacetime or in wartime) 
human and human striving for power, i.e. survival, meaning, identity, dominance. 

The article reaches its climax with a typical Kondylisian surprise. An explanation never expressed before is given of 
the paradox of post-World War Two German affluence co-existing with the ideological "mea culpa" of the negative 
version of the "special way". A "mea culpa" or highly ideological "collective guilt" arising in the era after National 
Socialism which costs very little materially and functions to instil social conformism and give the parameters of the 
rhetoric of the elites and those amongst the masses who seek to climb into elite circles, as well as to psychologically 
satisfy a nation then living under the "luxury" of geopolitical patronage and in a mass-democratic state of 
consumerist and lifestyle euphoria - which is bound to end as soon as Germany has to face a future when affluence 
is no longer a "right" for masses of its people or if e.g. the balance of power between nations becomes seriously 
unhinged and or triggers efforts at major readjustment. No social phenomenon is ethical per se. Rather the 
individual and collective subjects who as part of society are made by, and make, social phenomena, ethicise their 
power claims as part of social interaction. Once there is no need for a particular version of the "special way", 
another "special way" or "special ways" will come to the fore, or simply another way of ideologically explaining 
things will take over. Reality's portrayal is thus always at the ideological behest of social actors striving for power, 
and the reality of ideology is the concealment and or distortion of the full picture of what is real, to the extent that 
full picture is knowable, in favour of (what are perceived as) particular interests. 

[Konservativismus (IV, 1(d), p. 423ff. (esp. pp.425-428)) also contains an invaluable discussion of the simply 
incorrect attribution of Germany's role in the World Wars to "reaction" and a supposed lack of development of e.g. 
"parliamentary liberalism" or "democracy" when, inter alia, Europe's second most industrially productive nation 
with the largest social-democractic workers' movement, and a comparable rule of law and bourgeois freedoms, was 
excluded from the Anglo-Gallic "parliamentary-liberal" imperialistic carving up of the world (cf. loc. cit., pp. 469- 
475, 481-482)]. 
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Online later in 2018? -1 KNOW "THIS IS THE ONE” 
YOU'VE ALL BEEN WAITING FOR - IF THERE ARE MORE 
THAN 1 OF YOU OUT THERE - BECAUSE IT REALLY IS 
"MIND-BLOWING”, BUT LET'S BE PATIENT AND WAIT, 
AND HOPEFULLY IT'LL BE ONLINE BY 31/12/2018! 
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JURISPRUDENZ, AUSNAHMEZUSTAND UND ENTSCHEIDUNG 


Grundsatzliche Bemerkungen zu Carl Schmitts „Politische Theologie" 


Von Panajotis Kondylis, Heidelberg/Athen 


I. 

Gut 70 Jahre nach seiner ersten Publikation 1 behalt Schmitts kleines, the- 
matisch etwas heterogenes, doch kerniges und saftreiches Buch uber politi- 
sche Theologie seine voile Frische und seinen ganzen Reiz. Dies erklart sich, 
wie ich meine, aus drei Griinden. Zum ersten: Obwohl sich die Beschaffen- 
heit der westlichen Gesellschaften im Laufe des 20. Jh. wesentlich anderte, 
da der oligarchische bCirgerliche Liberalismus durch die Massendemokratie 
abgelost wurde, beharrt dennoch die herrschende Legitimationsideologie 
bei alien unvermeidlichen Modifizierungen auf bestimmten Gemeinplcitzen, 
wodurch die optische Tauschung einer umfassenden Kontinuitat entsteht. 
Zentral unter diesen Gemeinplatzen bleibt der Glaube, der „Rechtsstaat“ 
kanalisiere endlich - ungeachtet der zugegebenen Diskrepanzen zwischen 
seiner Theorie und seiner Praxis - sozialpolitisches Leben in ein glattes und 
geradliniges Strombett, durch seine institutionellen Regelungen mache er 
also dieses Leben berechenbar und vorhersehbar, er nehme den Konflikten 
mindestens die todlichen Spitzen und biirge fur die jeweils angepafite Wie- 
derholung derselben Grundverfahren; das Verfahren und die Form saugten 
gleichsam die Substanz auf, d. h. sie stumpften soziale und ideologische 
Kampfe ab, indem sie die gegeneinander Kampfenden zur Annahme eines 
gemeinsamen Verhaltenskodexes zwingen wiirden. In diesem Voranstellen 
der festen institutionellen Form vor die bewegte oder gar explosive sozial- 


i Munchen/Leipzig 1922. Im folgenden wird nach dem Text der zweiten Ausgabe 
zitiert: Politische Theologie. Vier Kapitel zur Lehre von der Souveramtat, Munchen/ 
Leipzig 1934. Die ersten drei Kapitel sind in der „Erinnerungsgabe fur Max Weber*', 
hrsg. v. M. M. Palyi, Bd. 2, 1922, S. 3 - 35, enthalten. Das vierte Kapitel erschien zum 
ersten Mai im „Archiv fiir Rechts- und Wirtschaftsphilosophie" 16 (1922), S. 121 - 
131, und wurde auBerdem in „Donoso Cortes in gesamteuropaiseher Interpretation. 
Vier Aufsatze", 1950, aufgenommen. Vom Text der zweiten Ausgabe fehlen eine Stelle 
aus dem letzten Absatz des ersten Kapitels und einige Absatze aus dem zweiten Ka¬ 
pitel. Diese Anderungen sind nicht so ..unwesentlich", wie Schmitt in der Vorbemer- 
kung von 1934 behauptet: Die gestrichenen Stellen bezogen sich allesamt auf Erich 
Kaufmann. 
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Under no circumstances whatsoever are the Summary 
Notes to Panagiotis Kondylis's Theory of War in the 
PDF below to be cited as representing Kondylis's 
position on any matter whatsoever. These Notes are 
the Translator's and were written to give English 
readers an idea of the contents ofTheorie des 
Krieges = Ocwpia tov YloXepov = Theory of War, and 
for no other purpose! 



Theory of War - Summary Notes.pdf 

Size : 1099.233 Kb 
Type : pdf 


(Because the Notes are more extensive than what I had first planned, and because 
I am more fond of "social science and philosophy" than "war" (even though in 
some respects there isn't much of a difference!), I have covered about half of the 
book at this stage, and the Chapters on Marx, Engels, Lenin, and a possible Greco- 


















Turkish war, I shall leave for the future, if and when I have the Time and 

Strength). 


Summary Notes to be Done sometime in the Future... (in bold red): 

Prologue DONE 

Prologue to the Greek Edition DONE 

1) 1. War and politics (with two digressions/excursus: II. ““Politicians” and 

“Soldiers””, and, III. “War of annihilation, total war, nuclear war”) DONE 

2) IV. War, economy and society: Marx and Engels (with a 
digression/excursus: V. “War and the Marxist-Leninist perception of 
history”) 

3) VI. War and revolution: Lenin (with a digression/excursus: VII. “The 
Soviet military dogma”) 

(The Chapters below are NOT in the German edition, but only in the Greek 
edition:) 

d) VIII. Hot war after the Cold War DONE 

a) Classical theory of war and the “new military revolution” 

b) The utopia of purely technological war 

c) The multiformity of war and its political aetiology 

5) IX. Addendum to the Greek edition: Geopolitical and strategic 
parameters of a Greco-Turkish war 


Under no circumstances whatsoever are the Summary Notes to 
Panagiotis Kondylis's Theory of War in the PDF above to be cited as 
representing Kondylis's position on any matter whatsoever. These Notes 
are the Translator's and were written to give English readers an idea of the 
contents of Theorie des Krieges = Qecvpia too Flo As gov = Theory of War, and for 
no other purpose! 

Whilst P.K.'s four (3 long and 1 medium-length) books regarding New Times 
philosophy, the Enlightenment and the critique of metaphysics until about the 
mid-20th century (2), Conservatism (1) and The Decline of the bourgeois 
thought form and life form... and mass democracy (1), which would take me 
about 20-25 years to translate, should, in the translator's view, be translated 
before Theory of War, I might endeavour to translate Theory of War after the 











completion of The Political and Man, commencing in about 2022 or 2023 
(provided of course I am alive, able-bodied and still have the requisite very 
high levels of energy, and I don't decide to translate other books or the 
Machiavelli Introduction first!). Theory of War is P.K.'s work which has been 
referred to the most by people who have contacted me over the years I've 
maintained this website, hence, the decision to consider translating Theory of 
Warbefore other, in my view, comparatively more important books and the 
Introduction to Machiavelli (which I am very, very fond of, personally) [1]. In 
any event, every book and article by P.K. is an exercise in Perfection, 
absolutely unique in the history of thought, and Theory of War is no exception 
(Apart from the many references to Clausewitz's greatness in observing 
the social(-anthropological) phenomenon of war, as well as using a 
conceptuality of utmost scientific value etc., some of the passages by P.K. 
e.g. on power and violence, or politics in the objective sense v. politics in 
the subjective sense, (ideal-typical, conceptual) methodology, 
geopolitical analysis as Power politics... are Absolutely Stunning - 
nothing short of breathtaking in terms of analytical insight into "the 
human condition". Sometimes I think it would be better to be your average 
retarded moralist and "humanitarian" in one's own moronic comfort zone, 
than a true, i.e. scientific, observer of human affairs!!!). It is safe to say that 
when one takes the long, macro-historical view of human affairs, putting 
groups/ collectives and individuals in proper perspective, rather than 
focusing on present-day "individual rights" and "feelings" and "psychology", 
one indeed does see the world very differently; one sees very clearly who is 
wielding what forms of power and where... what interests, what people and 
what groups "hide" behind all the ideological bullshit and spin in the Mass 
Media, in Academia, etc. (as would and does happen, mutatis mutandis, in all 
societies without any exception whatsoever - though the contents of the 
"spin" and the people change... anc [ 0 f course that doesn't mean we 

shouldn't be nice, kind and polite to one another (as far as 
possible), nor does it mean we have to pursue a particular 
course of political action... but some at least, will... and 
circumstances, eventually, will change... and very possibly 
(")for the worse(") = the tragedy of human existence...). 

Hitler is referred to not much more than a few times in Theory of War. He is 
treated just like any other politician and or military commander. Whether 
people understand this or not, Hitler was a human being. One could say he 
was a (quantitatively seen) extremely brutal human leader, just as Stalin was 
an extremely brutal human leader (whose Henchmen, at least up to the mid to 
late 1930s if not mid to late 1940s), GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY 
included members of a particular Group, whose elites in other countries were 



GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY involved in banking, financial and money 
matters pertaining to (the lead up to) the two world wars (which of course 
does not in any way, shape or form mean they were responsible for the wars - 
such an assertion or accusation is patently absurd - but they were as elites 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY involved in certain aspects of the (lead up to 
the) world wars = FACTS - and there are many and varied concrete 
(historical) reasons for such GROSS OVER-REPRESENTATION). On the other 
hand, Churchill and Roosevelt (Truman), though, were not leaders whose 
policies and or decisions did not lead to acts of brutality or even extreme 
brutality. So what distinguishes a and b leaders from y and z leaders is not 
possessing the characteristic of brutality quabrutality, but the (quantitative) 
extent of engagement in brutality. But things are more complicated than that. 
Hitler and Stalin were "extra brutal" in specific, concrete circumstances or, to 
use Clausewitz's terminology, specific, concrete cases of "political 
communication". Those objective political circumstances are the social- 
historical framework in which subjective political choices were made (incl. 
"extra brutal" choices). Likewise, Mao oversaw the Great Leap Forward and 
the Cultural Revolution in specific, concrete internal and external political 
circumstances. What Mao wanted to achieve with the Great Leap Forward, 
Deng and his followers, more or less, mutatis mutandis, achieved decades 
later (rapid industrialisation and modernisation and technological transfer to 
China) in order to compete successfully within the world of nations and or 
states - but on a much more realistic basis. Yet Mao's Great Leap Forward still 
served Mao's purposes of keeping himself in power and China independent, as 
did the Cultural Revolution, whilst breaking up many sociological aspects 
(even further) of more traditional Chinese society. Now, Hitler's or Stalin's or 
Mao's "extra brutality" means different things to different people. I personally 
am vehemently opposed to both National Socialism and Communism. But that 
is irrelevant in terms of Science. Scientific Observation treats Hitler, Stalin, 
Mao,... just like any other subject/object of observation. They are described 
and explained dispassionately in relation to the subject matter at hand, and 
properly put into context without any moral or value judgements. That is 
what P.K. does in Theory of War, like in all of his books and articles and as 
regards absolutely anyone and everyone. 

The theoretical "Holy Caste/Aristocracy or Nobility" of the 
Science of Human Affairs: Thucydides, Machiavelli, Weber, 
P.K.,... Hobbes, Spinoza, Clausewitz,... (Aristotle, Montaigne, 
Marx, Nietzsche),... and a few, not too many, others... 



Obviously my comments in [[... ]] can and should be 
ignored, but some of them might be helpful to some 
readers. 


[1] The more I think about it though, the more likely I'll translate other works by P.K. if I'm "around" 
because the notes in the PDF above are, at any rate, very detailed and comprehensive as far as notes go. In 
that case, my previous comment about translating Theory of War first on the page "Utopia and historical 
action" needs to be modified... 
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ONLINE HOPEFULLY BY MID 2019 - Two Greek 


newspaper articles by Kondylis and three by the journalist 
Richardos Someritis ( l Pixap5o<; Zo)|i£pn:r|<; (1931- [apparentlyhe 


hasn't died yet, and elsewhere on this Site I wrote he is deceased - my apologies. He's a few years younger 
than my father and it's interesting to me to compare their "respective journeys" in life) j between 

23 November and 21 December 1997, esp. in relation to 
the use by a state (Greece) of a pre-emptive strike against 
another state (Turkey) threatening the former state. 





























Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 


Panagiotis (Panajotis) Kondvlis 
rnavayiooTric Kov5uAr|c) - Answers to 28 
Questions (The Invisible Chronology of 

Thought! 


• Home 



• The Political and Man 



• The Philosopher and Pleasure 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



• The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 



• 16th and 17th century utopian constructions 

• Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



Marx and Greek antiquih 












































Power and Decision 



« Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



• The Political in the 20th centur 



• The German Sonderwe 





Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 




• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



• Answers to 28 questions 



• Answers owed and due 



• Thoughts and Savings 



d 


uotes and longer citations 










































Introduction to Chamfort 



• Introduction to Lichtenber 



• Introduction to Rivarol 



• Introduction to Pavese 



• Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dane 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



• Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 



• blank page 2 

• Introduction to Machiavelli 



The emergence of dialectics 















































The European Enlightenment 



• The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



• Theory of War 



• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank page 3 



• blank page 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



• Translator's Page 



• blank page 5 



• blank page 6 



Readers' Page 













































blank page 7 



• blank Dane 8 



• blank page 9 

• Not related to PK's writings - only for Rhomioi 



• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondyiis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondyiis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondyiis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondyiis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within ail of this 
website], 

Panagiotis Kondyiis - Answers to 28 questions 

A 


Answers to 28 questions.pdf 

Size : 958.537 Kb 
Type : pdf 


































The book below contains the first of the three interviews conducted in 
German (otherwise, it's a reprint of Power and Decision, and, "Science, 

Power and Decision"). 




iimwlN II A 






"... a society of people cannot live in a state of permanent war without disintegrating, simultaneously however, it cannot help 
constantly giving birth to conflict from its womb (bloody or not). Friendship and peace are in respect of the situation 
humaine just as little to be disregarded as enmity and struggle (war). We are not dealing here with a matter of faith, but a 
banal truth which is to be learnt just from reading the daily newspapers. Whoever cannot admit and digest that, may be a 
great prophet or, shall we say, a great philosopher (or social theorist) - he is not suitable as an analyst of human affairs". 

"The fusion of strict conceptual processing (elaboration) and profound historical analysis, with a first-hand 
knowledge of real facts, constitutes for me not merely a methodological ideal, but an elementary prerequisite of a 
positioning which wants to be taken seriously, which has, i.e., the ambition and the possibility of offering its studier 
an essential knowledge of the world in which he lives. The production of ahistorical and unhistorical theory is 
basically an easy matter, and that is why so many, famous and unknown or little-known theorists, indulge in it, 
wanting to believe that the substitution of an arbitrary concept with another arbitrary concept, or a new 
combination of concepts, is an important contribution to thought. All of that constitutes symptoms of a permanent 
intellectual(-spiritual) adolescence. The intellect(-spirit) reaches its maturity when it is in a position to give a 
concrete analysis of a concrete situation. Only the clueless will call that narrowness and empiricism. Because 
precisely the concrete analysis of concrete situations shows the true texture and usefulness of conceptual and 
methodological tools". 


Undoubtedly, the best introduction to Kondylis's thought are his answers to questions put to him by three different 
interviewers. In these answers the reader will find outlines of some of the key themes in the work of this unique 
"observer of human affairs", including as regards his conception of social ontology; the distinction between Is and 
Ought; the relationship between scientific knowledge and method; the confusion arising between scepticism and 
Platonism which overshadows much of historical philosophical discourse; the distinctive features of the European 
New Times and its coming to an end; human rights as propaganda and not as reality; thoughts on Schmitt, Spengler, 
Fukuyama, Huntington et al.; references to Kondylis's own intellectual development and life; as well as touching 
tributes to Spinoza, Marx and Weber. 


Note: most of the words or phrases in parantheses in the translations are the translator's alternative choices in 
English, and the reader should not view them as part of Kondylis's discursive style in either German or Greek. 
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"Every position comes into being as a counterposition 
"The life of humans is given meaning only by their acts". 

"Whatever benefits the self-serving is propagandised by the naive". 

"There is no final solution and there is no happiness that is not in danger". 
"Postmodern mash is easily digested but it does not constitute nutritious food". 

"Only intellectuals contend that intellectuals understand the world better than 

others". 

"The only thing that a world state could guarantee is the conversion of all wars into 

civil wars". 

"Pluralism is the ideology of satiated felicity - the hungry do not respect the values 

of the satiated". 

"In relation to the distribution of goods one is less generous than in 
relation to the exchange of information". 













"Whoever contends that History has ended might as well be certain that History 

awaits him around the next corner". 

"A claim to absolute dominance however consists precisely in demanding from one's 
foe that he shares our self-understanding". 

"Most people consider it roughly unnatural for other opposing viewpoints to 
prevail. I, on the contrary, am surprised when someone agrees with me". 

"Because the first thing that a theory, which wants to be scientific, must offer, 
is an explanation exactly of those phenomena which prima facie contradict 

it". 


"The proclamation of human rights today is connected with - and in the future it 
will be connected even more closely - with the once explicit desire that one's dear 
fellow man should sit in his own country and enjoy his human dignity over there". 


“[the philosophers'] position is in part tragic and in part comical because they 
themselves cannot transubstantiate... power into their own social domination and, 
correspondingly, they dream that rulers will one day philosophise rather than 

philosophers prevail”. 


"Speaking in jest, I confess to friends that, since reading pleases me so much, I 
should have never made writing my profession, and I recollect with envy Lord Henry 
in "The Portrait of Dorian Gray", who said that he likes reading so much that it does 
not give him any motive to write books himself. 


"Something which for someone is the future of humanity, can for someone 
else be the neighbourhood bakerwoman; and whilst someone who at the 
level of values promotes humanity and its felicitous future but in reality 
lives for his bank account, someone else can commit murder or suicide on 
account of the neighbourhood bakerwoman". 


"Humans will be called "humans", precisely like lions are called lions and mice - 
mice, without any other ethnic, national or ideological differentiation. It might 
appear to be a paradox, but it is true that a human separated himself from all the 
other animal species precisely because he was not only a human without any other 

predicate". 



“ultimate, not further reducible, reality consists of existences, individuals or 
groups, which struggle for their self-preservation and, together with that of 
necessity also for the extension of their power, that is why they meet as friends 
or foes and change friends or foes according to the needs of the striving after 
self-preservation and striving after [the extension of their] power”. 


"If the same Western Powers, which in 1919 dismissed Japan's request and did not 
want to enshrine the equality of races in the Treaty of Versailles, in 1996 try hard to 
achieve understanding of foreign cultures, this does not necessarily mean that 
progress in understanding has occurred. However, it does indicate a dramatic shift 

in the (world) balance of power". 


"The de-ideologisation and the merging of politics with the economy, in the final 
analysis, mean that in the future conflicts will be conducted for tangible material 
goods, without notable ideological mediations. Thus, to be precise, we should 
characterise the end of ideologies as a partial return to the animal kingdom. 
Whether it is attractive and desirable for the farewelling of Utopia to reach up to 

there will remain a matter of taste". 


"Just as the philosopher [Kant] believed, it is exactly the "mixing" and "merging" of 
peoples which puts peace in danger. But even if the democratic peoples remained 
separate like good neighbours, as Kant preferred, again they would not be lacking 
in war-mongering arguments in the event they are needed. Nobody will deny the 
principle that "democracies do not wage war against each other" - only that he will 
add that the opponent is not a "genuine democrat"". 


"... think historically, the answers to historical problems are not found in 
constructed theory, but on the contrary, the answers to theoretical 
problems are found in history. Those who choose theory over history do it 
not because they move in higher spheres, as they themselves often think, 
but out of intellectual(-spiritual) indolence; because any theory 
whatsoever is infinitely more simple than any historical situation 

whatsoever". 


"just as conservatives have never satisfactorily been able to 
explain how revolutionaries were capable of unhinging (or turning 
upside down) an entire "natural" or even "divine" order, and 
consequently prove themselves to be stronger than this entire 
"natural" or "divine" order, so too the revolutionary natural law 



advocates have hitherto not given a convincing answer to the 
question as to how nature's commands could be infringed so 
persistently by suppression, violence or alienation 


"In order to avoid hysteria in the face of full and irrevocable death, the 
hysteria of eschatology was legitimised world-theoretically. Whoever learns to 
live without express and tacit eschatologies and without ethicisms as these 
eschatologies ' subsitutes, should also learn to die, totally and irrevocably, with 
serenity and cheerfulness (of the soul). If one can be taught this supreme 
lesson somewhere, it is from classical antiquity, which ignored the straight 
line with the auspicious endpoint in order to fix itself on the observing and the 

living of the eternal cycle". 

"...however a substantial contribution to the knowledge of human affairs 
requires a total existential commitment, the vigilant observation of concrete 
situations of living people, and an unstoppable distillation of observations 
with relentless reflection, which does not retreat before any bias and does not 
fear clashing with anyone and anything. One could call this stance an ethic (it 
is certainly a form of internal asceticism), however it does not have any 
relation with ethics as a norm of social behaviour; on the contrary, it can 
conflict head on with such a norm". 

"The actual events in history are acted out, nonetheless, beyond the polemical 
slogans, even though the preachers and users of these slogans believe in a 
necessary relation between themselves and the historical becoming. On the 
other hand however, this [historical] becoming is promoted exactly by those 
forces (power or energies) which set the polemical slogans free. In this 
respect, a condition of effective historical action consists in that one does not 
know what one is doing - and also, that one theoreticises this ignorance of his 

with all argumentative arts (or skills)". 

"Of course, the garrulous and lachrymose pseudo-humanism that characterises 
public discourse in the West does not mean any tangible disposition for drastic 
world-wide redistribution of material prosperity. On the other hand, the extremely 
dangerous paradox of the planetary situation means that even “just" solutions such 
as self-denial without historical precedent would not offer a long-term way out. If 
the wealth e.g. of800 million is divided amongst six billion, everyone will simply 
become a brother in poverty - conversely: if a Chinese, Indian and African were to 
consume per capita as much raw material and as much energy as a North 
American, that could entail ecological collapse". 



Also on this point, of course, there is no gain in knowledge, but a rectilinear 
return to the thoughts world (or ideological universe) of early liberalism. 
Because the world-historical perspective of a permanent replacement of war 
with trade was founded already in the 18 th century through the assumption that 
only calculus (i.e. calculation) directed by interests, whose prototype lies in 
economic activity, by virtue of this assumption, disciplines the “passions”, 
which exactly leave (or have nothing to do with) the concept of (self-)interest, 
and consequently rationalises (i.e. organises or systematises) social behaviour in 
its entirety. We know what has happened since the 18 th century". 

"If value-freedom could be described at all as a value, then this would only be 
possible in the methodological (not ethical) sense, and only with regard to the 
activity of science - of course if, and in so far, it can be empirically proven that 
value-free science is cognitively the most fertile....whereas, however, 
psychological and moral stances are connected of necessity with certain content, 
which turns against other content (e.g. tolerance against intolerance), value 
freedom constitutes a method which must be free of a certain psychological 
content, exactly because it makes the claim of understanding all psychological 
and all moral contents and alternatively of being able to adopt (or appropriate) 
those contents. On the basis of the principle of value freedom, it cannot be 
decided whether scepticism and tolerance are preferable to blind and intolerant 

belief". 

"There are no ideas. There are only human existences in concrete situations, which act 
and react in their specific way on each and every respective occasion; one of these 
specific ways consists, in accordance with standard terminology, in thinking up 
or appropriating ideas. Ideas do not come into contact with one another, but only human 
existences come into contact with one another, which inside of organised societies must 
act in the name of ideas; combinations of ideas are likewise the work of human 
existences, which, when they apply themselves to this work, start from their own 
relationship with other existences; and, finally, ideas are not defeated nor do they win, 
but their victory or their defeat stands symbolically for the predominance or 
the subjugation of certain human existences. As one can see, the centuries-long 


predominance of idealistic normativism (and every normativism contains essential 
idealistic elements, even when for polemical reasons it comes on the scene whileflying 
the flag of materialism), forces us towards the rediscovery and renewed emphasising 
of banal truths - of truths, which in a very general form could possibly today be 
recognised by very many people, but whose logical consequences must meet with 
the resistance of every normativistic thought, that is, every objectivised decision". 


"In other words: the complexity of the social makes the unintended and 
unexpected overall consequences of collective action more likely; the said 
complexity of the social intensifies the effect of the heterogony of ends. This 
effect was traditionally considered from the point of view of the invisible hand, 
whereby (even) individual irrationalisms bring about, through their 
interweaving, a rational collective outcome. The reverse of that, however, can 
likewise happen, i.e. the sum of the partial rationalities can bring forth an 
irrational overall result. The “knowledgeable society” can only be constantly 
reproduced when the subjective expectations on the whole are satisfied, not only 
as to the mode of behaviour of each and every respective partner in interaction, 
but also as to the “system’s” overall performance. If there is a situation in which 
indeed mutual expectations are fulfilled, but the expected overall result of 
collective action fails to materialise, this means for a highly complex society, 
the state of affairs of absolute bafflement (or helplessness). Because the 
Archimedean point at which one could be in a position to reverse the trend is 
buried sometime (or other) somewhere (or other) in the thicket of complexity. 
Either, that is, highly complex society must forever secure for itself the material 
and other preconditions of its reproduction, or it must end in a historically 

unprecedented catastrophe". 

"The proposition that man’s nature is culture, actually means that man, under 
the pressure of (his) nature, had to become a being of culture, and that the voice 
of (his) nature is therefore to continue to be heard in all its tones and nuances in 
culture; man is just as little free to selectively treat (or deal with) culture as he 
was in primeval times free to stand still in a nature before culture, or as he is 
nowadays free to undo culture. The culture of man is therefore just as much 
nature as his nature is culture. And this fact must, social-ontologically, be meant 
(or thought of) together with the fact of society, which is equally old and 
original as man and culture, actually, the fact of society illustrates nothing other 
than the inseparability of man and culture. Man and culture are mediated via the 
social relation and via the political (i.e. that which is between man and culture is 
mediated via the social relation and via the political; thereby, man develops as a 


being of culture and puts himself in a position to not only historicise his own, 
but also external nature. The becoming (or series of events) in external nature 
indeed does not change in its law bindedness (determinism or law-based 
necessity), but the becoming in external nature’s effects (or consequences) with 
regard to the human collective depend henceforth on the culture of this same 
human collective. Still further: the structure of social cohesion and of social 
conditions (or circumstances) is not least of all determined by each and every 
respective outcome of the struggle of the human genus (i.e. race) against 
external nature. This great truth, which we owe to Marx, has never been so 
topical as today, when the (at least potential) overcoming of the age-old 
shortage of goods by means of rapid technical (i.e. technological) progress set in 
motion historically unprecedented changes (or transformations) of a planetary 
extent. However, precisely these changes (and transformations) allow us, on the 
other hand, to recognise with increasing clarity the embedding of culture in 

nature". 


"One would supposedly not go wrong with the assumption that the factor 
“communication” (in the broader sense) would then gain the upper hand in the 
social perception vis-a-vis the factor “action” (in the narrower sense) if industry 
and agriculture were so productive that they only had to make use of the labour 
of a minority of the population, while the majority would carry out its labour 
(work) mainly via the exchange of signs and symbols (to say nothing of the 
increasing penetration of the production process itself by the communicative- 
informative factor). “Communication” becomes autonomous, in other words, 
ideationally vis-a-vis “acting (i.e. action)” in the same sense and to the same 
degree as fewer and fewer people produce what they consume, and as a result 
the production of goods for the most part is covered up or is even absorbed by 
symbolic exchange (exchange of information and money, but also of services, 
which can be perceived as symbolic interaction). Consequently the impression 
comes into being that production or acting (i.e. action) mean very little and 
exchange or communication very much. However, it is here a matter of an 
optical illusion. Because the surplus of communication or exchange is reduced 
to a completely particular constitution (composition or texture) of action or of 
production, and under given circumstances the said surplus of communication 
or exchange must be produced so that action or production can be developed: 
e.g. without mass consumption, there is no mass production. As the exchange 
network of modem technicised societies would have to become much more 
wide-meshed should the production of goods suffer serious setbacks, so too the 
hard core of acting (i.e. action) - if one may say so - would put its narrower 
communicative aspect in the shade, if communication ground to a halt. That 
should mean that the communication process (or communicative event) as a 
whole unfolds against the background and under the influence of that hard core, 



just as without the near or far presence of tangible goods, exchange values 
eventually become fictive and uninteresting. Communication theoreticians of an 
ethical-normative or cybernetic mould, however, place no particular value on 
such considerations. They internalise mass democracy’s criteria of perception 
and at the same time contribute their own criteria of perception for the 
theoretical underpinning of mass democracy’s notions of harmony, while they 
reduce the real conflicts of action to obstacles to communication". 


"This becomes more understandable in light of our ascertainment that every 
normification (i.e. normative standardisation) has its two sides, i.e. its 
constraints, and, its free space(s) [for individual action] or room to move. The 
image of “civilised” and rational-objective man above all “primitivisms”, who 
in accordance with the view of the evolutionists of differentiation is supposed to 
formulate and carry out the normifications of highly complex “knowledgeable 
society”, formally (i.e. in terms of form) corresponds with the ideal type 
of highly technicised (i.e. technologically advanced or hyperdeveloped) and 
highly rationalised (i.e. highly organised or systematised) processes in industry 
and administration. Such processes however make up only one side of social 
life in Western mass democracy. The other side, that of mass consumption, is 
connected with psychological and ethically very different stances and modes of 
behaviour - although, both aforementioned sides are equally indispensable for 
mass democracy’s continued existence, and they must compete and co-exist 
simultaneously with each other inside of society as well as inside of the 
individual psyche. If industrial mass production and administration require the 
activation of an impersonal instrumental rationality, then mass consumption 
favours, on the contrary, the individualistic-hedonistic ethic(s) of immediate (or 
direct) pleasure (or enjoyment) and generally of “self-realisation”. On the basis 
of the mass consumption of material and intellectual^spiritual) goods, and 
against the background of world-theoretical and ethical pantheism, all sorts of 
irrationalisms, which spellbind all the more people, the more increased 
productivity decreases the number of those directly participating in technical- 
rational processes, come into being and thrive. The asymmetry between the 
“rationality” of technology (technique) and production, and ideological-world- 
theoretical “irrationality”, does not of course constitute a specific feature (or 
characteristic) of mass-producing and mass-consuming mass democracy, even if 
the said mass democracy has been connected here with absolutely contrary 
content(s): whereas in societies in which the shortage of goods held sway, the 
“irrational” as a rule legitimised ascetic virtues and social hierarchies, the 
“irrational” in a society, which for the first time in history has basically 
overcome the shortage of goods, promotes hedonistic and individualistic or 



egalitarian notions and stances. Nevertheless, from the point of view of our 
formulation of the question (i.e. examination of the problem), not this specific 
contrast, but the structural commonality is more important. Pre-modern 
societies also handled technology (technique) and production on the basis of the 
instrumental rationality of means and end(s) (the procession (or litany) and the 
prayer for rain did not mean that one had not otherwise done all that appeared 
expedient for a good yield (or harvest) through the application of existing 
empirical findings). But instrumental rationality at this level did not in the least 
constitute the method of thought which shaped the general world theory (i.e. 
world view). There are no grounds for the assumption that this will now be 
fundamentally different. Against the background of the same industry and 
technology (technique), a number of “rationalisms” and “irrationalisms” are 
today, as in the past, possible; and the social-ontological or anthropological 
framework is expected, as a result of new technical (and or technological) 
developments, to change just as little as through the invention of typography 
and of ballistics at the threshold of the New Times". 


"The seemingly disarming thesis that the politicisation of a complex modem 
society would destroy this society, basically constitutes a banality, which 
applies to all societies and with regard to every subsystem (or part system). No 
society could centre on a single activity, entirely regardless of each and every 
respective historically determined degree of interweaving of individual social 
activities with one another. The dogged effort at centring social life on aesthetic, 
religious, scientific or economic activity would not have a less devastating 
effect than the consistent claim of a monopoly of politics. The specific political 
point of view concerns the manner (or method) of the subsystems’ (or part 
systems’) coherence, not necessarily the manner (or method) as to how inside of 
each and every resepective subsystem (or part system) the corresponding social 
activity is carried out. So-called “totalitarian” attempts, of religious or other 
inspiration, at comprehensively subjugating the various social activities to one 
sole point of view, can indeed lead to the reinforced (intensified or increased) 
control of man, but not to the abolition of the specific character of the 
corresponding activities. Even a deeply religious society must cultivate its 
fields, and it cannot replace tillage (or agriculture) with worship and prayer, 
even if prayers and ritual acts would constantly accompany agro-economic 
activity as such. The same applies to the other social activities, to say nothing of 
the personal activities, and that is why no “totalitarianism” and no “despotism” 
can be as comprehensive as they perhaps wanted to be in respect of their claim, 
or as they often appear to be in demonising descriptions. Over and above that, it 
is a purely fictive notion to thus interpret the evolutionistic schema of 
differentiation as though in the “pre-modern” past the lack of differentiation of 



the subsystems (or part systems) enabled a primacy of the political which is no 
longer applicable. In the hitherto described basic constellation, hardly anything 
has changed through the centuries despite the (great) variety of institutional 
forms. An “oriental despotism (i.e. despotic regime)” could and wanted to 
influence the production method (mode or manner of production), or the 
patriarchal institutions of the village community living under it, only within 
narrow limits, whereas the theoretical precedence of “politics”, understood in 
Aristotelian terms, in the European Middle Ages did not at all exclude feudal 
fragmentation and local autonomy; phenomena of a refeudalisation on a highly 
technicised (i.e. high-technology) basis in modern mass democracies have just 
as little to do with a drastic change (or transformation) in the status and in the 
function of politics, but they interrelate with economic and social developments, 
which pose the question of the cohesion of society on a new basis. However, 
this question remains, and with it politics remains too, particularly if no-one can 
know whether the material preconditions of the modem processes of 
differentiation will survive (endure, persist or remain) in the future or not". 


"Now, the self-understanding of a social formation appears as objective self- 
knowledge and knowledge of history only so long as the social formation in 
question is on the up and up and clears its adversaries out of the way. That is 
today the case with mass democracy. However, precisely at its planetary high 
point, its own contradictions, in fact its explosive potentialities, which were 
intimated at the beginning of this chapter, become increasingly apparent. Social- 
theoretically, mass democracy’s contradictions and explosive potentialities are 
of importance because they make known in themselves the topicality of the 
classical question formulations. The increasing complexity in terms of detail 
brings about a reduction of the great aporias (i.e. doubts, contradictions or 
paradoxes) to formulae of almost archaic simplicity. After the decline of 
bourgeois anthropocentrism, and under the conditions of planetarily unfolded 
(or developed) highly technicised (i.e. technologically advanced) mass 
democracy, the question regarding man’s essence (or nature) and possibilities is 
posed even more directly and more acutely than at the threshold of the 
European New Times. On the one hand, the image of man is unified like never 
before by means of the henceforth dense (or compact) existing side by side, or 
existing inside of one another, cultures, nations and races, while at the same 
time the waning significance of historical and social attributes for the 
determination of human identity, as a result of the spreading of universalistic 
ideologies, paradoxically but logically reduces man to his constitution 
(composition, texture or nature) as biological being; on the other hand, this man 
reduced to his mere humanness (or human quality), that is, man in general and 



as such, stands across from nature, he must in a time of highly demographic and 
ecological tension measure his powers against nature’s powers. The question 
about the animal, which creates tools on a planet populated by billions which 
has already become narrow (i.e. cramped), is posed no less acutely and no less 
elementarily than before a few millions of years ago in the African savannas 
when hordes of animals [or (proto)humans] wandered around. And likewise the 
other great social-ontological question must appear on the horizon as acute and 
elementary, that great social-ontological question regarding social cohesion and 
social order, if namely the relations between humans reach such a density and 
intensity that the boundaries of every known political unit (unity or entity) from 
the past will become full of holes or even burst open". 


Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 


Panagiotis (Panajotis) Kondvlis 
navayKjbTqc Kov5nAqc) - Introduction 

to Chamfort 



• The Political and Man 



• The Philosopher and Pleasure 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



























The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 



• 16th and 17th century utopian constructions 

• Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



• Marx and Greek antiquih 



• Power and Decision 



• Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



The Political in the 20th centur 



• The German Sonderwe 



Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 



• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



Answers to 28 questions 












































Answers owed and due 



• Thoughts and Savings 



duotes and longer citations 



• Introduction to Chamfort 





Introduction to Lichtenber 




• Introduction to Rivarol 



• Introduction to Pavese 



• Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dage 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 














































blank page 2 

Introduction to Machiavelli 



• The emergence of dialectics 



• The European Enlightenment 



• The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



• Theory of War 



• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank Dane 3 



• blank cage 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



Translator's Page 













































blank page 5 



• blank page 6 



• Readers' Page 



• blank page 7 



• blank page 8 



• blank page 9 

• Not related to PR's writings - only for Rhomioi 



• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondylis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondylis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


Online, hopefully, by Greek Orthodox Easter or mid-2019! 































PHUOSOPHU 3 


,e 494 



IB 

r 











Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 


Panasiotis fPanai Otis') Kondvlis 

fnavavicoTnc Kov5uA 


- Introduction 


to Lichtenber 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



• The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 



• 16th and 17th century utopian constructions 

• Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



Marx and Greek antiquit 



Power and Decision 










































Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



• The Political in the 20th centur 



• The German Sonderwe 





Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 




• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



• Answers to 28 Questions 



• Answers owed and due 



• Thoughts and Savings 



Duotes and longer citations 



Introduction to Chamfort 









































Introduction to Lichtenber 



• Introduction to Rivarol 



• Introduction to Pavese 



• Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dage 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



• Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 



• blank page 2 

• Introduction to Machiavelli 



• The emergence of dialectics 



The European Enlightenment 














































The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



• Theory of War 



• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank page 3 



• blank page 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



• Translator's Page 



• blank page 5 



• blank page 6 



• Readers' Page 



blank page 7 












































blank page 8 



• blank page 9 

• Not related to PK's writings - only for Rhomioi 



• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product ofPanagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondyiis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondyiis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondyiis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


Online, hopefully, by Greek Orthodox Easter or mid-2019! 
















\ I XTEN M II K1 * 1 K 

•Esi/trrt iso ri 

Sudelbucher 

* 

CILvrul H UFT^ ViM 

//a»a*/iwi^ KovtoXiji 

4 

7Ti*nxr 








Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 


Panagiotis fPanaiotis) Kondvlis 
navayiamic Kov5oAr|c) - Introduction 

to Rivarol 



• The Political and Man 



• The Philosopher and Pleasure 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



• The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 



• 16th and 17th century utopian constructions 

• Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



Marx and Greek antiquit 



Power and Decision 










































Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



• The Political in the 20th centur 



• The German Sonderwe 





Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 




• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



• Answers to 28 questions 



• Answers owed and due 



• Thoughts and Savings 



Duotes and longer citations 



Introduction to Chamfort 










































Introduction to Lichtenber 



• Introduction to Rivarol 



• Introduction to Pavese 



• Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dage 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



• Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 



• blank page 2 

• Introduction to Machiavelli 



• The emergence of dialectics 



The European Enlightenment 














































The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



• Theory of War 



• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank page 3 



• blank page 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



• Translator's Page 



• blank page 5 



• blank page 6 



• Readers' Page 



blank page 7 












































blank page 8 



• blank page 9 

• Not related to PK's writings - only for Rhomioi 



• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondyiis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondyiis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondyiis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


Online, hopefully, by Greek Orthodox Easter or mid-2019! 















VTOXAEMOI 


Vi 


p I B A P o A 

’Em //)'fh 
arci tfpyo to'j 

* 


EIXAl'nrii'M KTAOPAEII 
// a r a y i a» t 7/ c K u r ft v ?. ij ; 




<T T l y (A Y) 








Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 


Panagiotis fPanaiotis) Kondvlis 
navayi(jbTr|c Kov5oAr|c) - Introduction 

to Pavese 



• The Political and Man 



• The Philosopher and Pleasure 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



• The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 



• 16th and 17th century utopian constructions 

• Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



Marx and Greek antiquit 



Power and Decision 










































Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



• The Political in the 20th centur 



• The German Sonderwe 





Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 




• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



• Answers to 28 Questions 



• Answers owed and due 



• Thoughts and Savings 



Duotes and longer citations 



Introduction to Chamfort 









































Introduction to Lichtenber 



• Introduction to Rivarol 



• Introduction to Pavese 



• Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dage 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



• Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 



• blank page 2 

• Introduction to Machiavelli 



• The emergence of dialectics 



The European Enlightenment 














































The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



• Theory of War 



• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank page 3 



• blank page 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



• Translator's Page 



• blank page 5 



• blank page 6 



• Readers' Page 



blank page 7 












































blank page 8 



• blank page 9 

• Not related to PK's writings - only for Rhomioi 



• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product ofPanagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondyiis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondyiis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondyiis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


Online, hopefully, by Greek Orthodox Easter or mid-2019! 

















ST0XASM01 


TilKZAI’E IIAHEZE 

'E-rJ».ovr ( TO 

// mestierr di vivere 

♦ 

arATuni ikwhaui 
//in <j T ’ ; K T< s ' <r t : 


Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 




• The Political and Man 



• The Philosopher and Pleasure 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



• The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 



• 16th and 17th century utopian constructions 

• Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



Marx and Greek antiquit 



Power and Decision 










































Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



• The Political in the 20th centur 



• The German Sonderwe 





Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 




• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



• Answers to 28 Questions 



• Answers owed and due 



• Thoughts and Savings 



Duotes and longer citations 



Introduction to Chamfort 









































Introduction to Lichtenber 



• Introduction to Rivarol 



• Introduction to Pavese 



• Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dage 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



• Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 



• blank page 2 

• Introduction to Machiavelli 



• The emergence of dialectics 



The European Enlightenment 














































The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



• Theory of War 



• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank page 3 



• blank page 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



• Translator's Page 



• blank page 5 



• blank page 6 



• Readers' Page 



blank page 7 












































blank page 8 



• blank page 9 

• Not related to PK's writings - only for Rhomioi 



• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product ofPanagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondyiis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondyiis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondyiis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


Online, hopefully, by Greek Orthodox Easter or mid-2019! 















| Mil 


w.U.oft •MCWttHT* 01. Mmoso'"" > 




re 494 


taveWI 




n an ArinTHi Kona YAH i 

MEA A r X 0 AIA 
KAI IIOAEMIKH 

AOKIMIA kai meaethmata 







Designed by Arcsin 


Make a free website with 


Panagiotis (Panajotis) Kondvlis 
rnavayiooTric Kov5uAr|c) - Fotis 
Apostolopoulos In Memoriam 


• Home 



• The Political and Man 



• The Philosopher and Pleasure 



• The Philosopher and Power 



• Utopia and historical action 



• The multi-dimensional Enlightenment 



• 16th and 17th century utopian constructions 

• Montesquieu and the Spirit of the Laws 



• Marx and Greek antiquih 



Power and Decision 










































Science, Power and Decision 



• Planetary Politics after the Cold War 



• The Political in the 20th centur 



• The German Sonderwe 





Carl Schmitt's 'Political Theolo 




• Theory of War - Summary Notes 



• An Unfortunate Exchange 



• Answers to 28 questions 



• Answers owed and due 



• Thoughts and Savings 



Duotes and longer citations 



Introduction to Chamfort 










































Introduction to Lichtenber 



• Introduction to Rivarol 



• Introduction to Pavese 



• Melancholy and Polemics 



• Fotis ADostoloDoulos In Memoriam 



• blank Dage 



• 'Panaiotis Kondvlis' by Reinhart Koselleck 



• Thinking in and of the Decision by Volker Gerhardt 



• blank page 2 

• Introduction to Machiavelli 



• The emergence of dialectics 



The European Enlightenment 














































The new-times critique of metaphysics 



• Conservatism 



• Theory of War 



• The decline of the bourgeois thought and life form 

• Translations and Miscellany 



• blank page 3 



• blank page 4 



• Translator's Page - Prelude 



• Translator's Page 



• blank page 5 



• blank page 6 



• Readers' Page 



blank page 7 












































blank page 8 



• blank page 9 

» Not related to PK's writings - only for Rhomioi 



• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondylis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of an accurate translation] cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondylis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 



Fotis Apostolopoulos In Memoriam by Panagiotis (Panajotis) Kondylis.pdf 

Size : 582.73 Kb 
Type : pdf 















mac t 











Kondylis’s addendum “Fotis Apostolopoulos in Memoriam” to Fotis 
Apostolopoulos’s Overview of the history of linguistic thought Structural 
linguistics (Ferdinand de Saussure) (= navayicbxr|<;KovSbkr|<;, 

«Dxr| pvppri Ocoip A7toaxok67i;ookm)», oxo: AnooToXonovXoq ®coxr|<;, Emo/voxtj 
at] Tijqiazoploq zfjg yXcoaaiKtjq oKSif/rjg Ao/wcr/ rXcoaaoloyla (Ferdinand de 
Saussure), Hxiypfj, AOqva, 2001), is, apart from some passages in the Answers 
to 28 questions, the only published indication, by Kondylis, of Kondylis “the 
man” (possibly e.g. a Hellene (with undeniable "existential bonds" connecting 
him to Greece (Q.13 of Answers to 28 Questions, pp. 40-41) writing (something 
like) a hagiography about another Hellene known personally? [1]) rather than 
Kondylis the “(social) scientist” i.e. “observer of human affairs”, as he preferred 
to refer to himself. And what an indication it is! In the Greek, the literary 
qualities of Kondylis’s writing speak for themselves. The translator, in addition, 
would like to convey to the reader that the process of the “rise and fall” of “the 
West”, i.e. from the Fall of Greco-Roman Power and Hellenism as all-round 
cultural and geopolitical Power, to the Rise of (Italo)Latino-Frankish 
Catholicism and Ottoman Islam, roughly in the period 1204-1453 A.D., and 
thereafter, throughout the Western discovery and conquering and or control of 
the New World and much of the world in toto; the Reformation; the Puritan and 
Glorious, the Industrial, American, French, Russian, Chinese, cultural and other 
Revolutions; and two “World Wars”, the “Cold War” and proxy wars; the 
Western world (either under British (and to a lesser extent French) or American 
imperialistic tutelage), until the end of the 20 th century, remained paramount in 
the many changing manifestations of the globalising “world system”, 
notwithstanding that it is now absolutely clear that from the 1970s, if not World 
War I, looking back, in retrospect, demographic and relative economic decline, 
as well as profound cultural-ideological changes, amounted to something, in at 
least some situations, novel in the recent up to a few thousand years of settled 
human civilisation: mass-scale, albeit not absolute, detachment and alienation 
from “blood and soil”, or, ancestors, race, ethnos, and the fatherland or 
motherland. Such detachment and alienation has included a wholesale upheaval 
in attitudes towards not only the Divine and Life’s Purpose, but also towards the 



sexes and the Other, with consequences which could range from relatively small 
“population shifts” and the “enrichment” of Western culture, up to the latter’s 
potentially total effacement and at least potentially (partial) Genocide of 
otherwise relatively white nations, peoples and cultures. When one acts as “an 
observer of human affairs”, one simply describes and explains what has 
happened, is happening and might happen, to the extent that one is able. When 
someone, however, includes his emotions and cultural-political-ideological 
preferences in a text, then one of two things can happen: either a, or all, sense of 
proportion is lost (e.g. one conspiratorially grossly overstates the causal 
significance (causal depth and breadth) of a particular group or “tribe” on 
Change in the West over the last one or two hundred years by confusing 
disproportionate (or over)representation as compared to the percentage of the 
total population, in (not just a few of) the upper echelons of society (banking 
and finance, business and trade, (mass) media and entertainment, academia, etc. 
(c.f. the Chinese or Indian diasporas in certain Asian(-Pacific) countries)), and 
in the vanguards of Change - due to relatively superior merit? intelligence? (in¬ 
group) networking? hard work? impulse control?... (as well as perhaps a 
particular aesthetical distaste for the overall "look" of a particular people, 
jealousy, etc.), with the great Waves of social-historical forces bringing about 
Change in any event and apart from the existence of the particular group or 
“tribe” in question), or, one writes like the incomparable Kondylis in memory 
e.g. of a card-carrying Communist teacher [2] when Kondylis was still 
influenced in the 1960s by all that was scientifically useless in Marxism. The 
translator commends this piece by Kondylis as a Paean to a truly good man of 
the Old Left (Apostolopoulos) and as a Memorial for modem Greece in 
particular and, more generally, a West which at the very least has radically 
changed in part, inter alia, Fertility, Descent, Beliefs, Mode, Colour, Values, 
Texture, Roles, Balance and Reproduction, if not absolutely its Identity 
(identities). Whether such Change is found to be desirable, pleasant and 
edifying, indifferent or a repulsive, revolting Nightmare, is not only essentially 
a matter of taste, but also constitutes indisputable Fact. 



[1] Additionally, from: MeTetottouXoi; MeXeit]^ «Xtoixei<x yia tov pio ion ITavayi(OTr| KovSuA.rp>, Neog Epprjg 6 Adyiog, szog 4o, 
ieoxoc; lOo, KaAoicaipi, 2014, it is related, inter alia, that: "Kondylis held his grandfather and his father in awe. His grandfather 
Panagiotis was killed on the Asia Minor Campaign |= Greco-Turkish War] (1919-1922)]. His father Demetrios [= Dimitrios] (1915- 
1989), belonging to a military family, studied at the Military Academy. He was an Honorary Colonel, war invalid, resistance 
fighter" (p. 70), and, "Panagiotis Kondylis, as I got to know him, above all, was a simple, accessible person with an intense sense of 
humour, full of love for life, for the intellect and spirit, for people and for his Fatherland" (p. 81). The translator further informs 
the reader that an educated Greek of Kondylis's generation would almost certainly have had an awareness, if not veneration, 
of the ascetic, almost monastic, fully Greek Orthodox life stance of one of all of Greek literature's (including the Ancients) 
greatest summits - Alexandras Papadiamantis (AXc^avSpoi; naTTaSiagavTqc;), who is literally and absolutely untranslatable 
into English and probably any other language due to the numerous linguistic registers at play in a language more than 3,500 
years old. 

[2] Apostolopoulos was a linguist and Classicist, and organised Communist from 1935 onwards, who tutored Kondylis for three 
months in respect of exam preparation in 1961 . Kondylis, however, kept in regular contact with Apostolopoulos (b. 1914) until the 
latter’s death in 1980, and thereafter with Apostolopoulos’s widow (MeXeto^ouXoi; MeXett]:;, 

«STOtxsta yia tov (31o tou navayicoTq Kov8uA,ri», Neog Epprjg 6 Adyiog, etoc, 4°, teuxoi; 10°, KaAoicaipi, 2014, pp. VO- 
72). Furthermore, Kondylis never wrote about "potential genocide" of relatively white nations, peoples, ethne and/or (sub-)races, 
but did indicate that it was an open question as to what elements of, and to what extent, Western civilisation would survive in the 
21st century; he also never wrote about a "tribe", etc.. Kondylis's view was that Greece would very likely fall further down the scale 
of nation-states in the mass-democratic planetary era owing, inter aha, to low productivity, parasitic consumption and too many 
imports rather than a sufficient level of exports, low birth rates, an inability or simply a lack of will to protect its borders, a very 
poor education system, administrative apparatus, and national elite; perhaps even a will to be collectively euthanised; the translator 
is inclined to add that Greece is potentially facing some sort of "Lebanonisation"... 
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No-one would expect a great historian and thinker like Koselleck to refer to 
his former student, Kondylis, with superlatives as a lesser person such as 
myself would, e.g. "one of the greatest thinkers - as a heavyweight 'The 
Greatest' (like Joe Louis); pound for pound, 'ranked in the top ten or even top 
five' (like Harry Greb or Willie Pep) - in the history of western (non-natural- 
)scientific thought", but what Koselleck does say, inter alia, and to paraphrase 
him, is that for Koselleck himself and other thinkers of that calibre (= the peak 
of human achievement!), Kondylis's work is such that it teaches and opens up 
new horizons in thought, that Kondylis would probably have criticized and 
remarked sarcastically regarding Koselleck's own words about Kondylis were 
P.K. not dead, Kondylis's argumentation always stood out for its clarity, 
gravity, composure and sobering-up effect, that few thinkers of the 20th 
century so consistently rejected all ideological and fashionable, time-bound 
and attention-seeking (currents of) thought, that Koselleck thought of himself 
as lucky to have worked with P.K., Kondylis's major works constitute 
handbooks of historical evidence and thought-provoking analyses, that 
Panajotis Kondylis was, in short, unique... 

Apart from an overview of Kondylis's contributions to the Basic Historical 
Concepts regarding "dignity" and "reaction, restoration", Koselleck also goes 
into some of the aspects of Kondylis's fundamental theoretical positions, 
histories and social ontology, starting with the role of language in polemics in 
a given social context, and moving onto the Aristotelian notion of the political 
being social organisation in general as well as encompassing more narrowly 
understood party politics; the fact that a particular concept or text does not, 
taken at face value and of its self-referentiality alone, have any social-political 
value or significance, but only in respect of the political-social function the 
concept or text serves through its use by concrete actors in concrete 
situations; a social(-political) state of affairs can pre-exist by decades or even 
centuries before the concept which later comes to express such a state of 
affairs; Kondylis's Weberian ideal type of (medieval-feudal) "societas civilis"; 
the distinction between the From Here (i.e. This World or Life) and From 
There (i.e. That World or Life); Kondylis's descriptive decisionism as opposed 
to Carl Schmitt's decisionism with its partisan-political implications; the 
relationship between the formal differentiation between "liberalism" and 
"democracy" and the actual state of affairs in a concrete societal-political 

situation, a jj 0 f which will be of great assistance to new 

readers of Kondylis as an initial point of orientation. 

Koselleck reminds readers that Kondylis was the bearer of 

hard, proud, one-sided, incorruptible, unerring, analytical 

and provocative argumentation, and concludes by 



reminding readers of the need to be intellectually modest 
when dealing with the plethora of causae inevitably 
involved in historical phenomena, whilst also being 
absolutely lucid in order to expose ambiguities and 
multiple meanings in the course of discussion. "There is ... 
no final solution and no happiness which is not in 
danger". 

This is a tremendous speech, and probably the most enjoyable text I have 
translated (including Koselleck's debatable assertion in respect of Kondylis's 
"decision pertaining to language politics" vis-a-vis the discussion on "dignity" 

M. The all-round "intellectual and literary class", in the 
best sense of the phrase, is self-evident in the words of the 
great Reinhart Koselleck, who along with his student 
Kondylis, owe a great deal to their common teacher in 
social history, Werner Conze. which I would have no 
hesitation to emphasise, time and time again, or at least 
more than twice! [2] 


[1] The way I see things, from the point of view of strictly descriptive, explanatory non-normative science 
qua science, Kondylis is right, and that Koselleck is making the point that in (the practice of) human social 
life outside of the laboratory or a state of "scientific strictness", there has to be some kind of content and 
ethicisation-normativisation, i.e. ultimately some kind of politics, and in that sense of humans in their 
ordinary social-political lives there is no room for absolutely strict science. This, in other words, is the 
"paradox" or simply "dual identity" of engaging in absolutely strict non-normative, descriptive and 
explanatory science when even the scientist must have some kind of connection, at some stage, with the 
"outside world", particularly if he wants to live! 


[2] Koselleck, in stunning fashion, outlines in his speech how those engaged in polemics charge concepts 
such as Restoration and Reaction negatively, since the 19th century, if not earlier, in order to silence their 
opponents. Sounds very familiar to today's state of affairs whereby concepts such as Racism, Sexism, 
Homophobia, Islamophobia and Anti-Semitism are charged in an intensely normative, value- and content- 
biassed fashion which has nothing to do with dispassionate description, since the Power-Claim Stakes are 
so, so Very High... 
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In the event Prof. Gerhardt does not want his speech 
translated into English and included on this site, he 
can send me a brief email to: 

pkproject@live.co.uk 

and I shall remove this page as soon as I read the 
email. Thank you, with my regards and respect, C.F.. 

It goes without saying that anything on 
or within this site that is not a faithful 
translation of the words of Prof. 
Gerhardt or the late Reinhart Koselleck 
or anyone else, does NOT in any way, 
shape or form, represent Prof. Gerhardt 
or the late Reinhart Koselleck or anyone 
else, in any manner whatsoever. 
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Not related to PR's writings - only for Rhomioi 



« A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site 

overall is the 

product ofPanagiotis Kondylis's thought and work 

unless it is a 

faithful translation of something Kondylis wrote. Any 

conclusions 

drawn from something not written by Panagiotis 

Kondylis (in the 

form of an accurate translation) cannot constitute the 

basis for 

any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondylis and his 

work. 

(This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and 
thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, 
on and within all of this website). 


Apart from this Page and the Next Page ("Translator's Page") being a form 

of Literary 

Satire (attempted in the spirit of Juvenal and perhaps Aristophanes), the 

Purpose of 







this Page and the Next Page ("Translator's 

Page") is Didactic in relation to Panagiotis 


Kondylis's texts, and it MUST NOT be read by anyone 
who has not carefully studied ALL 


of Panagiotis Kondylis's texts first. 


NO CHANGE to SOCIETY WHA TSOEVER IS BEING 

PROMOTED and NO KIND OF POLITICAL IDEOLOGY OR PROGRAMME OF 

ANY 

KIND WHA TSOEVER IS BEING SUPPORTED. 


This WebSite wishes ALL PEOPLE 
wherever they may be, the Best of Luck, Health and Happiness. 


IT IS BEST FOR READERS NOT TO WASTE THEIR TIME ON THIS AND THE 

NEXT 

PAGE. 

PANAGIOTIS KONDYLIS'S TEXTS ARE INFINITELY MORE 

IMPORTANT. 


IF YOU DO READ, STUDY AND 
UNDERSTAND 

KONDYLIS'S TEXTS FIRST IN TOTO. AND 

THEN READ THIS PAGE, YOU MIGHT, 

WILL 






PROBABLY or DEFINITELY WILL FIND 

THAT 

(NEARLY) EVERYTHING or MOST or SOME 

or 

(NEARLY) NONE OF WHAT 
IS WRITTEN ON 

THIS PAGE AND ELSEWHERE WITHIN 

THIS SITE WHICH IS NOT BY P.K. 

IS (TOTALLY 

AND ABSOL UTEL Y) WRONG!!! 


[Me tov 'EyyovonovAo Kal r/;v MaAfttva, tov AyysAonovAo, rr)v Nlvov,..., yspaToq YlepqqxxvELa, arov rioAspo Slcc to rivoq, 
to "Edvoq Kal ti)v YlaTpiSav da nqyaiva Kal enscpTa... Tovq nanovSsq pov, Tiq ytaytaSsq pov... Kal tov MafUArj... Kal 
Toaovq Kal Toaovq Kal Toaovq... Kal nava> an' dAa to xcupid pov... navTa r ovq Ttpcj...] 

[For as long as I live, I shall never forget Ozu's Equinox Flower (1958] (how much do I adore Kinuyo Tanaka!], my 
equal favourite movie along with H 'IoTopia piaq KaAniKqq Alpaq (1955] by ricopyoc; T^afSeAAac; (how much do I adore 
Aoyo0etlSt|, nptoTOTtatnta, ETtspavT^a, Mipr|, Matcpfj, AlocveAAo, "EAAr|!], and that scene when Chishu Ryu recites the 
poem about his Tribal Warrior Ancestors to his defeated in World War Two friends and compatriots. There is no 
greater Honour for any Man than to have been a Tribal Warrior of His Tribe, whether on the Battlefield, in the Arts or 
in the Realm of Ideas. - "Who was he, who passed away recently?" - "A Great Tribal Warrior" (= The Prize of Prizes]. 
For the Essence of Human Existence, Stripped to the Bones, is TRIBAL WAR.] 

[If the Focus of Human Civilisation does not Successfully Transition to the Orient, then the Ape in Nature will Restore 
the Natural Order of Things. The Occident has had its Say, and in the End it De-Capitated itself by Letting the Flea 

Take Control.] 

[By the way, if you want to know How My Tribe Died, and what We LOST ("Paradise"], watch To SivTpo nov 
nAqycjvape (1986] by Afjpoc; APSeAigottic;, Scene by Scene, Heartbeat by Heartbeat. Study it Carefully, Word by Word. I 
believe a version with English subtitles can be found "free" on the Internet, Somewhere. (Vultures (Selling Ice-Cream] 

only have One Destination: HELL].] 

[There's something P.K. might have, in my imagination, observed, but didn't express, or at most sort of got it between 
the lines, constipated, out. The Translator's Page and Prelude are Here TO SHIT IT ALL OUT]. 

[CONTINUE TURNING NATURE UPSIDE DOWN AND YOU SHALL SEE, AND IF YOU DON’T SEE, FUTURE 
GENERATIONS SHALL SEE, HOW NATURE WILL NOT ONLY BITE BACK, BUT TURN ON YOU OR THOSE WHO COME 
AFTER YOU. VICIOUSLY, VERY, VERY, VICIOUSLY, SAVAGELY. ONCE THE HETEROGONY OF ENDS HAVE THEIR SAY, 
CRYING MONKEY WILL SAY: "WHERE IS MY BANANA?", AND, BIG APE, BIG ORANGUTAN, BIG GORILLA, WILL GO 
WHACK, SPLAT, BANG, BOOM!!!... LIKE THERE'S NO TOMORROW, SINCE YOU. IN YOUR DISGUSTING, REVOLTING 
CIRCUS JUNGLE CIRCUS JUNGLE CIRCUS, ERASED THE PAST.] 


[ BECAUSE PEOPLE FIND IT VERY. VERY DIFFICULT TO SEPARATE THEIR VALUES FROM SCIENTIFIC 

OBSERVATION. I'LL EXPLAIN THE FOLLOWING AS SIMPLY AS I CAN: (Apart from being rude, crude, 





etc.), "APE", "GORILLA", "ORANGUTAN", "MONKEY",... "SATAN", "EVIL",... ETC., ETC., ETC., = EITHER THE 
FORCES OF ANOMIE AND OR THE FORCES OF (GROSS) DISPROPORTIONALITY AND ASYMMETRY 
(WHICH CAN BE UNDERSTOOD OBJECTIVELY OR SUBJECTIVELY, DEPENDING ON THE SITUATION, I.E. 
WHETHER FACTS ARE BEING REFERRED TO OR LIKES AND DISLIKES), AND DO NOT IN ANY 
WAY QUA "APE", "GORILLA", "ORANGUTAN", "MONKEY",... "SATAN", "EVIL",... ETC., ETC., 
ETC.,... NECESSARILYMEAN PEOPLE OF A PARTICULAR RACE, RELIGION, COLOUR, BELIEF, ETHNOS, 
ETC.,... AND PEOPLE OF ALL RACES, RELIGIONS, COLOURS, BELIEFS, ETHNE, etc., COULD BE CLASSIFIED 
AS "APE", "GORILLA", "ORANGUTAN", "MONKEY",... "SATAN", "EVIL",... ETC., ETC., ETC., DEPENDING ON 
THE POINT OF VIEW, LIKES AND DISLIKES, VALUES,... AND OF COURSE THE BEHAVIOUR OF THE 
INDIVIDUAL(S)... THUS CHARACTERISED... EVEN IF IT WERE FORBIDDEN ON PAIN OF DEATH TO USE 
SUCH WORDS WHEN REFERRING TO PEOPLE, OTHER WORDS WOULD AND WILL BE USED TO DENOTE 
OR CONNOTE BEHAVIOUR AND OR APPEARANCE SOMEONE LIKES, DISLIKES, LOVES, HATES, IS 
(STRONGLY) ATTRACTED TO OR IS REPULSED OR DISGUSTED BY... (normatively-loaded/charged and 
content-filled/biassed words/terms/concepts such as "racist", "sexist", "this-phobe", "anti-that", etc., etc., 
etc.,., behind which certain groups - including through (Primitive) Secret Society-like Networking and 
Strategies of Divide and Rule or Divide and Conquer in Circumstances of Advanced Massification, 
Atomisation, Urbanisation, Secularisation, Commodification, Commercialisation, Monetisation, 
Generalised Labotomisation/Stupification, Circusification, Jungleification, etc., etc., etc.,... of Society and 
Economy,... - wield forms of Power, inch those wielding GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power, 
whose elites "just happen" to own and or control and or be GROSSLY OVER-REPRESENTED in or as, the 
Mass Media and Mass Entertainment, (social "sciences") Academia, Banking and Finance, Very Big 
Business, Billionaires, Justices and "Big Money" legal practitioners in Superior Courts of Record (Supreme, 
Federal,... Courts), "Big Money" specialist medical practitioners, etc., etc., etc., in GROSS 
DISPROPORTIONALITY to the percentage of the overall population they make up in certain 
countries,...)... THE LAW IS ANOTHER MATTER. IT SHOULD BE OBEYED AT ALL TIMES . OTHERWISE 
WE HAVE ANOMIE, AND NO SENSIBLE PERSON WANTS ANOMIE, AND IT WOULD BE GOOD FOR PEOPLE 
TO ENJOY THEIR RIGHTS, BECAUSE THE WAY THINGS ARE GOING, THEY MIGHT NOT HAVE (ALL OF) 
SUCH RIGHTS MUCH LONGER... I HOPE I'M WRONG...] 


SUMMARY OF A FEW OF P.K.’s MAIN POINTS AND FINDINGS 

INTERPRETATED (EXPANDED fand or MUTILATED, HACKED!) BY 

THE TRANSLATOR 


This Prelude to the Translator’s Page, like the Translator’s Page 
itself, does NOT seek to promote any kind of normative, ideological and 
political programme or action, or any change to society whatsoever ; it 
touches upon some of the themes in Panagiotis Kondylis’s thought and 
work (in a very amateurish and highly deficient manner compared to 
P.K.'s work), as well as dealing with matters never discussed by Kondylis, 
at least directly or in detail, for the purpose of challenging the reader’s 
thought in the social sciences and the humanities, broadly understood (as 
well as including a whole lot of "prejudice", but since "prejudice" like all 
values, is ultimately RELATIVE and a question of forms of POWER and 
IDENTITY and TASTE... and something EVERYONE ENGAGES IN, 







ONE WAY OR ANOTHER,... Oh, my God!!! - This does not mean that I 
don't uphold the Law. I personally respect ALL PEOPLE (though I 
struggle with Retards) and ALWAYS ABIDE BY AND OBEY THE LAW 
and URGE, EXHORT EVERYONE ELSE TO DO THE SAME. But 
theoretical or "philosophical" and scientific thinking, is an entirely 
different matter). The Translator suggests to readers not to waste their 
time on the Translator's Page and its Prelude, except perhaps if readers 
have studied all of Kondylis's core books and articles first, if not all of his 
work (in addition to learning Ancient Greek and Latin to basic or lower 
advanced level, and of course studying from cover to cover Brunner, 

Conze, Koselleck Basic Historical Concepts , which means learning German 
(and French and Italian and Spanish) thoroughly as well ©). It is almost 
certain (?) that some or much of what is said in this Prelude and on the 
Translator's Page is incomplete, disjointed, incorrect(?),... and displays the 
gross inability of the Translator in attempting to attain proper levels of 
consistent scientific observation... the Translator extends his best wishes to 
all readers and that they enjoy the best of health and well-being until they 

die. [Even if only a quarter or half of what is denoted or connoted in Planetary Politics after the Cold 

War ( 1992 ) eventuates, then things are NOT GOOD. NO GOOD. And so far, 2017/2018,1 can't say 
that PPaCW is proving itself and P.K. to be WRONG - and if there was ever a book or article by P.K. that 
one would hope "misfired", then it was that one... NOT GOOD. NO GOOD. NO NOT GOOD.] [For more 
incomparable geopolitical analytical mastery by P.K. see Theory of War (1997) - Summary Notes (p. 170ff. 
of the notes = p. 365ff. of the Greek text - the difference between an emotional hack like myself (and 
many, many, many,... others, albeit coming from different angles), and a Truly Scientific Observer of 
Human Affairs, is absolutely Astonishing!] 

Ancient Greece and Rome continued, albeit transformed and changed, but 
still in a state of at least some (linguistic and cultural) continuity, and 
including the preservation of Ancient Greek (and Latin) texts, in a largely 
Helleno(-Latin)-Christian guise throughout all the Early Christian Era and 
Middle Ages in the Eastern Roman Empire, and then later in the Hellenic 
world, even under the Ottoman Empire, until the 19 th century l|k,)IHl ' liswrote 

all his major works about western Europe (with some reference to ancient Greece and Rome), though he 
explicitly acknowledged that the Greek language obviously has at least three millennia of forms of 
continuity, that there was at least some continuity of the Greek race, and that the Hellenic or (Greek- 
(Orthodox world presents conceptual and analytical challenges for historical science different to those of 
societas civilis or Western-European feudalism. He did not write though that the ancient world ended in 
the Hellenic part of the Ottoman Empire (that is Contogeorgis’s, in one sense correct, assertion). 
Furthermore, one can learn from Koselleck's speech about Kondylis on this site that a social phenomenon 
can exist even if it does not have a name, so e.g. Tribal Warriors such as Gellner, Hobsbawm (who in 
another context repeatedly used the term "white settler colonies"!!!HahahahaHa!!!),„. et al. had positions 





about nations, ethne, etc. which are at least partially, and on some matters, totally WRONG, i.e. partially 
or totally in the Realm of Fantasy and Ideology so that they can play their part in Defending Their Tribe 
and CONCEALING through GROSS IDEOLOGICAL OBLUSCATION OL LACTS its GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of POWER wielded in and through the U.S.A., Great Britain, France,... 
Russia, etc. by Spreading LIES, misinformation, HATE,... about others. In any event, even if a nation or 
ethnos is defined in such a way to exclude the pre-18th or pre-19th century existence of nations, the 
absolute REALITY of civilisations, languages, customs etc. more or less tied to (a) certain region(s) 
remains. Svoronos, Contogeorgis, Karambelias, and many others have shown the existence of the Greek 
or Hellenic nation or ethnos or at least civilisation since ancient times, or if one would prefer, the modern 
form's existence since about the 12th or 13th c. A.D. (which still contains many elements of language and 
culture arising from ancient times)... There is nothing more DISGUSTING than an £0vopTi5£vumKO 
ponvojiavo or a Turkish KcoXoTpurciq, who supports the nationalisms, imperialisms and power claims of 
foreign powers and civilisations, rather than Defending the Patria and Ethnos, which is something all 
NOBLE people do (= subjective characterisation! HahaHa!). But the Hellenic Cosmos has known many 
Ephialtes since even before 480 B.C.. Unfortunately, they have been totally out of control since the 1980s 
and 1990s incl. under the Malign and Evil influence of GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY partially 
Tribally-led U.S.A. (and other, e.g. German) Imperialism(s), "multi-cultural/racial" parasitic - 
aesthetically disgusting, subjectively seen - Consumerism and Generalised Lobotomisation (why doesn't 
e.g. Israel "open its borders" and try it? I wonder...) visited upon the already at least partially 
XenoManiac Lobotomised,... so, we know who!, can make more money, profits, and wield more forms of 
Power... Of course, if e.g. the Greek nation is not good enough to collectively preserve itself, then it 
DESERVES what it is getting and what it will get, etc., etc., etc.,... On the other hand, no-one is not saying 
that an Ethno-Patriot is not participating in Ideology and Power, etc.. On the contrary, what is being said 
is that since there is no choice within the Political but to take sides, a True Tribal Warrior takes the Side 
of his Tribe. And I RESPECT ALL TRIBAL WARRIORS, even if I HATE them, provided they are 
Honest Tribespeople.]] [P.K.'s critique of the ideology of Hellenism as Hellenocentrism is absolutely valid 
from the point of view of the Greek State's prospects for Survival in the world taking shape from the 19th 
century. What P.K. is essentially saying is that if the Greek State wants to Survive as the State of the 
Hellenes it must Compete with other States. And that means productivity, production, exports at least as 
much as imports, technology, much better demographics and Education, strong national military 
capabilities, complete control of borders if other states are exhibiting control of borders (and we know 
that very many are...), etc.. And then if the Greek State did those basics, the Survival of "Hellenism" 
would take care of itself]. 

Democracy as polity pertaining to mode of governing has only ever existed 
in the Hellenic world, and had some form of continuity up until the 
19 th century in the Hellenic part of the Ottoman Empire in the shape of 
ecclesiae, local communities, commons, poleis, the "Cosmosystem", a 
greater emphasis compared to Liberalism or Mass Democracy on the 
collective and its rights and freedom vs. individual rights and freedom,... (= 

Contogeorgis, not Kondylis)^ [Contogeorgis asserts democracy continued or had continuity (I add. 



"in some kind of form") until the 19th century - Kondylis does refer to Eastern Orthodox coenobitic anti¬ 
capitalism, which mixes with a kind of nationalism in e.g. Dragoumis, and that suggests Kondylis did have 
in mind Eastern Europe as not fitting within the ideal type of Societas Civilis incl. in relation to the 
ideology of "conservatism", with the Greek case being "essentially different" (presumably like the rest of 
Eastern Europe) to both Societas Civilis and Bourgeois Liberal Capitalism (Answers to 28 Questions - see 

answer to q. 25 , pp. 97-100]. Present-day Common Law and or Constitutional 
prime-ministerial or presidential parliamentary or 

congressional “separation of powers and rule of law” electable polities with 
massive Mass Media, Lobby Interest Groups and Big Money "Donors" to 
Political Parties, N.G.O.s, in some or in fact many cases Imperialistic-like) 
Foreign Intervention/Bullying/Economic-Monetary Sabotage in the 
domestic political process, etc., etc., etc.,... have nothing to do with 
democracy as governance but sociologically-historically, i.e. ideal-typically, 
can be seen as mass democracies (of a Western kind) compared to Societas 
Civilis and Liberalism (see below). It should be noted however that whether 
a polity as government is parliamentary-mass Party-mass Media-powerful 
lobby groups/"Donor"-based or actually democratic of the demos of 
citizens actively ruling, being elected and or drawn by lot to serve, fight in 
wars and being readily recallable from office, participating regularly and 
relatively freely in public spaces (in the context of relatively high racial 
(tribal, local) and or cultural(-religious) homogeneity excl. women and 
other non-citizens), etc., etc., etc.,... the demos or the masses are always 
subject to demagogic or bread and circuses and or Mass Media 
manipulation... in that sense Kondylis’s mass democracy not only has a 
solid sociological basis, but also encompasses the notion of the political as 
being roughly commensurate with the social, or more precisely, the same as 

SOCial Organisation... [[Kondylis did not refer to democracy as (a form of state) government 

except indirectly when once he mentioned that Western mass democracies, even though one could discuss 
or debate what a democracy actually was, provided more freedoms (for individuals and protest groups) 
than the 20 th century “totalitarian” communistic regimes, which notwithstanding that they were 
“totalitarian”, eventually were abolished, including because of internal reasons (On p. 354 of the Greek 
second edition of Theory of War, P.K. writes "constitution of a parliamentary democracy" (as opposed to 
the "dictatorial" or "oligarchic" peak of a societal-political pyramid), in the context of talking about the 
"new military revolution" as well as the fact that such "parliamentary democracy" does not essentially 
differ from a dictatorship or oligarchy in the way the upper echelons of the political-military structure 
make the telling decisions, etc.; and at p. 366, P.K. writes if all states were "democracies of a Western 
kind", there'd still be wars - so P.K. was not averse to using, when appropriate and for the sake of 
convenience, more mainstream terminology when the focus was not on the conceptuality of e.g. what 
exactly is "democracy"; cf. "modern democracy" vis-a-vis bourgeois liberalism and the ancien regime of 
societas civilis in the context of Montesquieu's thought (separation of powers, political freedom) in P.K.'s 



book on Montesquieu (p. 10 of the German edition): also, at p. 24ff. German/p. 33ff. Greek edition of 
P.K.'s book on Montesquieu, P.K. makes it quite clear that since ancient democracy - (being 

dead for many, many centuries - Contogeorgis disputes this notion of 
Montesquieu's by explaining such a notion of "historically dead democracy" 
applied in the case of Western feudal Europe and not to the Hellenic- 
"Byzantine"=Eastern Roman world which maintained (elements of) 
democracy) - could be easily praised by Montesquieu because it posed no 
threat to his preferred moderate and liberal monarchy [[preserving some 
aristocratic/feudal privileges - see later in book]], so too today - it is implied - 
in circumstances of Western mass democracy, one can easily talk of 
"liberalism" as in "liberal democracy" when liberalism qua liberalism has 
been dead for roughly a century now, even though what is in effect are the 
social conditions of mass democracy (= in the West in the 20th century, based 
on, inter alia, the atomisation of society, consumption and 

hedonism)... Thereafter there is also reference to Aristotle, with whom Montesquieu agreed that 

democracy is an "extreme polity" since it tends towards equality both politically and materially... (also cf. 
"the liberal and democratic revolutions" in the Montesquieu book (pp. 90-91 of the German, and p. 96 of 
the English translation) - it is quite clear that both "liberal" and "democratic" are meant socially and 
historically-comparatively, i.e. compared to (late) feudalism, society as ideal type increasingly or 
predominantly has "liberal" and then "democratic" social-political features. Also of great interest is that 
at the end of the book on Montesquieu (pp. 96-97 of the German text = p. 103ff. of the English 
translation), P.K. clearly indicates that, sensu stricto, as far as government and governmental functioning 
is concerned, parliamentary or congressional/constitutional/presidentially-based polities are not and 
cannot be "democracies", even though sociologically, i.e. as society and politics taken as a whole, they can 
be seen from no later than c. WW2, ideal typically, as "mass democracies" when compared to liberal 
(mass) societies, or feudal societies/societas civilis...)... (a further example of the sociological-political and 
not just governmental-political understanding of "democratic" is reference to 20th century communist 
regimes and the possibility of starting from the bottom and working one's way up the Party and or 
bureaucratic hierarchy in a manner impossible under oligarchic liberalism, let alone feudalism/societas 
civilis or other pre-capitalistic social formations, etc.,,... - see the article „Marxismus, Kommunismus und 
die Geschichte des 20. Jahrhunderts“ [= "Marxism, communism and the history of the 20th century"))... 
(P.K. refers to the "dominant understanding" of what is "democratic", i.e. "[regimes or governments 
which] practised and applied or practise and apply parliamentarism, the separation of powers, a free 
public (space), free publicity, and so forth" in the article „Ein so schlimmes Spiel. Das Prinzip 
„Demokratien bekriegen sich nicht““ |= “Such a bad, nasty game. The principle “Democracies do not 
wage war against one another””]. It's a reality therefore that "democracy" is understood thus in the 
West, at least from about the period of WW1 to WW2 and the advent of mass democracy; that of course 
does not mean that a scientific investigation of the multi-faceted concept "democracy" should be limited 
to such an "understanding")... [[See also my comments to "The universalisation of technique (technology) 
and world culture" on the page in which P.K.'s The Political in the 20th century is translated.]]... I would 




add that the three main ideal types of modern polities in the West arising from the 19th century fell out 
effective existence as to tangible forms of aspects of domination as follows: conservatism/conserving of 
feudal societal elements (by WW1 at the latest), liberalism (by WW2 at the latest) and (social) democracy 
became mass democracy, but based on, as mentioned above, atomisation/advanced massification- 
urbanisation-secularisation, consumption and hedonism, as well as having the "parasitic side effect" of 
GROSSLY DISPROPOTIONATE distributions of forms of Power to a group amongst its elites that is 
historically a or the most detested and loathed, sick and extremely ugly, vulgar out-Group playing the 
card of "in-Group" and vicious Divide and Rule as it "pleases"... Of course, any society which allows 
such a state of affairs, must have some very serious flaws amongst its own elites, and so questions arise 
about the "wisdom" of the Industrial Revolution and European Imperialism, and the fate of the Planet, 
over the long run, in general...). As mentioned above, Kondylis’s notion, or more precisely, ideal type, of 
“mass democracy” takes the Aristotelian position of more or less equating the political with society (social 
organisation) as all great theoreticians did in the West up to Clausewitz and Tocqueville (e.g. P.K. writes 
"the process of democratisation" in referring to Western mass democracy and the principle and ideology 
of material equality (and presumably re: individual rights, though he doesn't say so, in 
the Utopia article)). Strictly speaking the social, incl. e.g. personal relationships confined to two people 
regarding personal non-ideological matters, or the simple naming of things: “apple, car, fence,...”, or 
engaging in absolutely consistent science, etc.,... is broader than the political as the interaction of all 
interactions which provides for social cohesion and social order. In any event, Kondylis does highlight 
that mass democracy, which has various forms across the planet, includes ideological hegemony via the 
mass media as once was the case via the pulpit when Christianity constituted the dominant religion and 
ideology whether adopted to (local and or imperialistic) feudalism or nationalistic and or imperialistic 
capitalism,... or in (5 th century B.C.) ancient Greece via demagogues,... bread and circuses in Rome,... etc.. 
Contogeorgis refers to Western Mass Democracies in terms of their governments as "Electable 
Monarchies" (Hefaistos, if my memory serves me well uses the term "indirect representation") with 
features of 19th century liberalism as one step "forward" from feudalism, but one step "behind" 
representation, and two steps "behind" democracy (in a Philosophy of History schema which is per se 
simply wrong and fantastical), which he claims could be achieved again (at least representation, if not 
democracy) by using the internet to regularly have the citizenry decide on issues and to recall politicians 
who don't perform, etc., etc., etc.,... - of course, we all know that "big money and other special group 
interests" would never, ever allow such a thing,... and the masses are too "lobotomised" or "zombified" 
to be capable....... Contogeorgis refers to the Byzantine Empire as something like a "Hellenic 

Cosmosystem of the Byzantine Period" - all of these matters of conceptualisation, analysis, etc., are 
fascinating and would definitely be worth studying in detail if one had the time. Established language 
usage of terms such as "democracy", "liberalism", "conservatism", etc. in Western mass-democratic 
political "science" is more often than not totally inadequate and... absolutely hilarious, if not downright 
cretinous, propaganda-oriented and pathetic...]]. 

The Renaissance in Italy and the “discovery” of the Americas happened, 
inter alia, because of the Fall of Helleno-centric (Greco-Roman) Late 

Byzantium, rsimple (Totally Wrong? Totally False?) Story: In the Beginning there was A. Out of A 



came B and C. And a very tiny D. A did not Evolve. B went and SAT in and OCCUPIED a Large Space. 

C really got going with Cl, which had three main phases, produced (apart from perhaps B3) the most 
Beautiful Culture Known to Mankind Based on Symmetry and Proportionality. Cl was Strong for as 
long as it Fought. C2, jealous and vicious, broke Cl and Barbarous, Savage B4 came along and Put Cl to 
the Sword. C3 continued some aspects of Cl, but was never strong enough to conquer like C2, which went 
on to Create Beauty and Conquer much of A and B and E. C2 became Complacent and Dl, which had 
always been Universally Hated and Despised for being SO, SO Ugly, Disgusting, Parasitic, a Constant 
Nuisance, Worse than a Flea or Toxic Microbe, and had always been Treated too Kindly by Stupid C2, 
took C2 over and led C2 to its own Self-Destruction by tricking C2 to into believing in Evil and Satan only 
after C2 itself had created the Conditions for the Rise of Dl. B SAT, PATIENT, and after a Period of 
Humiliation, Said the Ultimate "Fuck You!" and Marched Long to Victory. [In the Event B falters, A and 
D2 will Ensure that Dl is Once and for All SQUASHED, OBLITERATED and Disappears Forever - the 
Parasitic, Disgusting, Revolting, Cancer it was on all of what is known as Homo Sapiens]. And Culture 
Returned to Nature.] [It's very simple really: If you know your place in rough proportionality to what 
you should have, then there shouldn't be any major problems. BUT when you INSIST on possessing and 
wielding CROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power amongst Elites in which you are NOT 
relatively indigenous in a whole range of Sectors of forms of Power and Big Money Wealth (including 
through Primitive Secret Society-like Networking, Collusion, Nepotism, etc., etc., etc.,... - which many 
groups engage in but obviously with far less success in certain countries re: certain elites), you will be 
ESPECIALLY HATED and over the long run, sooner or even quite later, YOU ARE GONE!!! DONE 
FOR!!! KAPUT!!! CAPISC??? - obviously not... ?there must be some ?genetic-biological flaw? there 
somewhere?... how else can it be explained?...] [One of the benefits of having been a barrister for a 
number of years, and learning from many talented and good practitioners (who Grossly 
Disproportionately "just happen(ed)" to be of a particular Group), is that when it's time to 
psychologically-conceptually-factually-linguistically (obviously not physically) "Go In for the KILL"... 

NO MERCY!!! - HahahahaHa!!!] 

• Hellenism is a civilisation neither Western European nor Eastern. It ceased 
to effectively autonomously project and or increase and or maintain 
(cultural and geopolitical) grand-scale Power c. 1204-1453 A.D., though de 
facto 1204 A.D. reflects the period when Hellenism really Fell, because of 
Franks, Venetians,... = Western Europeans, rather than the “de jure” date 
of 1453 A.D. (though the Central Asian-Turkic-Ottoman "finishing off" of 
Hellenism as a Major Power started tentatively in 1071 A.D. (Manzikert, 
but also loss of Italy to the Normans), and picked up a full head of steam by 

the 14th Century)... I ®y 1821 we were already Finished Absolutely as a Major Power, and the 

British, French, Germans, Russians and others ensured we would never Rise again. In the year 2017 it 
seems unlikely that Hellenism will survive even for a few more decades or a century or so at most... at the 
current rate of De-Hellenisation and taking into consideration other demographic, geopolitical,... 

factors... No-one is Primarily to Blame but the Hellenes, Romans, Christians, Greeks, Hellenes,... 
themselves...] 



For the vast majority of homo sapiens existence of more than 100,000 or 
200,000 years, the vast majority of peoples and societies were relatively 
racially and culturally-religiously homogeneous, though peoples and 
nations have existed for centuries in multi-ethnic contexts and empires as 
well, and obviously have also “race-mixed or miscegenated”, though at 
least up to the period of John Lennon meeting Yoko Ono, not that much , as 
can be seen by the clear physiognomic differences c. 1960 between a typical 
Englishman, Norwegian, Russian, Spaniard, Greek or Southern Italian, 
Chinaman, Japanese, Korean, Vietnamese, any number of Sub-Saharan 
Africans, Arabs, Polynesians, American Indians, Australian Aboriginals, 
etc., etc., etc.... Hellenic history does include however both Alexander 
promoting miscegenation (for Hellenes outside of the "core" of the Hellenic 
Cosmos, and principally with other Caucasians - though in the centuries 
following His Death, "Semites" (Arabs and Jews) et al. were included...), as 
well as, inter alia, the Hero Digenes Akrites... (not to mention Saint 
Romanos the Melodist (the Hymnographer), Nikephoros (Nicephorus) I, 
and... and... and...)... 


LESS CIRCULATION OF PEOPLE AND GOODS/CULTURE, MORE 
LOCAL PRODUCTION OF GOODS AND CULTURE (THE BREAKING 
UP OF MASSIVE TRANSNATIONAL CORPORATIONS AND 
TRANSNATIONAL ELITES), THE PLANET BECOMING MORE 
LARGE SPACE/BLOC-ORIENTED, GETTING THE WORLD 
POPULATION BACK DOWN TO UNDER 5 (? OR FEWER ?) BILLION 
= ONLY CHANCE "HUMANITY" HAS OF NOT BEING SWAMPED 
BY THE ANOMIE IT IS NOW UNLEASHING AFTER A FEW 
CENTURIES OF EUROPEAN AND THEN (esp. of recent decades ZIO- 
)AMERICAN IMPERIALISM CUM INDUSTRIAL/ TECHNOLOGICAL 
REV OLUTION (S)... 


There are no (iron) laws of human development or evolution apart from 
the biological constant of Death, and the social-ontologically and 
anthropologically ascertained existence of the social relation, the social 
relation’s (friend-foe) spectrum and mechanism, the political as the 
interaction of all interactions providing all societies with at least some 
degree of social cohesion and social order, and man as being always 
rational in terms of existing with language and other symbolism (meaning, 
understanding), and as being both of nature and of culture, and never one 


without some relation to both nature and culture (man’s nature is his 
culture and his culture is in and on nature) - culture (rationality, meaning, 
understanding), power, identity. 

Relatively high levels of social cohesion and social order, just as civil wars 
and relatively high levels of anomie can take place when there is relatively 
high or relatively low racial and or cultural(-religious) homogeneity or 
heterogeneity. Just as there have been the most brutal of civil wars in 
circumstances of relative racial and or religious/cultural homogeneity, 
multi-racial and multi-cultural societies can end up in states of heightened 
anomie and all sorts of communal, civil, tribal etc. warfare, but not 
(always) necessarily so. Just because things “have been going well” for a 
few decades or longer, it does not necessarily mean that Hell is not 
necessarily waiting around the corner. One could say, if one wanted to, 
without necessarily being (totally) correct, that civilisations with relatively 
high levels of racial and cultural homogeneity such as the Chinese (grosso 
modo 90+% racial/cultural (broadly defined) historical homogeneity) and 
the Hellenic (grosso modo 70+% to 90+% racial/cultural (broadly defined) 
historical homogeneity until the end of its Third Main Phase in the period 
1950-1990), have had many (brutal) Civil Wars and other great Upheavals, 
but (have) Continued as (changing, evolving, but retaining elements of 
Continuity) Civilisations for 3,000+ years (until the Hellenic effectively died 
recently), whereas a society based on multi-racial multi-culturalism (so 
that, inter alia, a, some would say - NOT ME , parasitic tiny, Flea-like 
minority as primitive secret society amongst its Elites in Vulture-like 
fashion can Divide and Rule/Conquer and wield (Satanic) GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power incl. through Money and Usury 
and Degeneracy and Thought Control, etc., etc., etc.,... cf. the outstanding, 
technically and artistically, motion pictures/masterpieces: Rosemary's 
Baby (1968), Once upon a time in America^ 1984), Eyes Wide Shut (1999)); so 
that when that society of multi-racial multi-culturalism goes into Civil War 
or great Upheaval mode (as will DEFINITELY HAPPEN ONE DAY - 
either within a few decades or (much) later...), then it is simply going to 
Break Up "Big Time" in and into Cycles of Hellish ANOMIE, since there is 
NO CIVILISATIONAL CONTINUITY WHATSOEVER TO 
PRESERVE!!! (and this might, or will, be the opportunity for the so called 
"Extremists" on all sides, incl. through a part of the Elites moving towards 
positions which today are universally rejected as "Loony" or "Extreme", 
even though they largely reflect what might have been "Normal" just a few 

decades ago...) [The wor< i and concept "anomie", which is fairly prominent in the Old Testament, 
in Greek Orthodox Liturgy, and in the thought of Emile Durkheim, appears in Planetary Politics after the 



Cold War a dozen times.] [If pleasure of a minute or of a few minutes becomes an open, guiding principle 
of society, then that society, macro-historically seen, will probably, though not necessarily, be of a minute 
or of a few minutes...] [Without the Carrot, the Masters will have to get very Nasty with the Stick in the 
likely event that their legitimacy, authority, dominance begins to quickly recede or even disappear... and 
risk the Slaves Waking Up and getting very Nasty with Big Sticks TOO. The Masters are best served by 
keeping on supplying the Carrot to (most of) the Slaves, but the Masters' problem, their VERY BIG 
PROBLEM will arise when they can't supply the Carrot any further and or an Alien (Force) Defeats 
them and or a significant, telling number of (non-)(Tribal) Masters and or Homines Novi and or 
Desperados overthrow them and or...] [Just because individuals can have all sorts of different kind of 
secret, "perverse" and other desires, for whatever reason(s), it doesn't mean that having them "out in the 
open" makes society and the individual "better"; it just means that certain values which were once 
private become public, which were once public become private, those who were once marginalised, now 
(increasingly) rule, those who once ruled, are now (increasingly) marginalised... Science cannot and does 
not, as absolutely consistent scientific observation, choose any Values or any Way of Organising Society 
over and above any other Values and Ways, but it does, inter alia, observe GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE crystals, crystallisations, accumulations and concentrations of Tribal and Group 
and Collective and Individual forms of Power, wherever such forms of Power might exist in whatever 
distributions]. 

• Capitalism in its pre-industrial Revolution stages developed over a number 
of centuries in fits and starts and longer waves of development, and 
includes at least some input of the Protestant Spirit and Jewish and other 
Usury, but in the main, capitalism is a northern European social 
phenomenon of multiple causations over many centuries. 

• The Industrial Revolution (in its three or four key manifestations) 
represents humanity’s second Novum after the Agricultural Revolution as 
first Novum of about 10,000 to 5,000 years ago. Kondylis also calls Western 
mass democracy a world-historical novum (in the Utopiaarticle), which 
means it can be seen as a Novum on its own, or as the second Novum's 
stage two, so to speak. 

• The European Enlightenment, one could say, began as new-times 
rationalism, i.e. as a long process of philosophical (theological, juridical,...) 
polemics in the late Christian Era (e.g. regarding God's necessity and or 
omnipotency and or voluntarism, etc.) a number of centuries before Kant 
(who grappled in complicated (dualistic) fashion with the ultimate 
implications of e.g. Hobbes's thought in order to, inter alia, "save" ethics), 
and notwithstanding that in its "Golden Age's" lead-up, vita activa and the 
sensorial world gradually replaced vita speculativa and the spiritual world 
(i.e. anthropology replaced theology) [first Nature was upgraded in the 
New Times, and then sensorial Man in the Enlightenment], and in the 
Enlightenment’s aftermath function replaced essence or substance, with 



God being declared “dead” (qualitatively if not quantitatively as regards 
both major (before, during, and, after) phases and paradigms), its Ultimate 
Logical Conclusion - having first been pre-empted by Machiavelli, Hobbes, 
Spinoza,... and subsequently suppressed as something like the ravings 
of philosophes maudits, and notwithstanding the Enlightenment 
mainstream's considerable efforts in trying to save some kind of 
substance/essence and "ethics" in notions of Man, History, Progress, 
Reason, Rights, etc. in a still oligarchic fashion and context, but grosso 
modo less pyramidical and more moblie than societas civilis - is to be found 
in the suggested or near(ly complete) (value-)nihilism of Hume, 

(Helvetius) and de Sade, but especially in the absolutely consistent anti¬ 
spiritual, sense-based non-ethical, non-normative (value-)nihilism of La 
Mettrie. It is simply false to say that the Enlightenment of the 18 th century 
and (the ensuing Classical) Liberalism, on their own and under their own 
steam, lead to an individualism which eschewed historical reflection and 
mythologisation and collective, patriarchal familial, oligarchic, racial and 
national (and colonial-imperialist) identity. On the contrary, it is only in 
circumstances of post-Enlightenment’s advanced massification and 
atomisation, secularisation, hedonistic consumption and relatively 
heterogeneous “pluralism”, along with the Ideology of “human rights” and 
“globalisation” that ethno-patriotic and or race-based collective sentiment 
has subsided in Western mass democracies, especially from the 1960s - 
nearly two hundred years after the Enlightenment’s "Golden Age"!!! 

The Western European Feudal Era, or in Kondylisian-Weberian ideal- 
typical form, Societas Civilis, was succeeded by Oligarchic Liberalism and 
Capitalism of the late 18 th and 19 th centuries, and then in the 20 th century by 
Western Mass Democracy. 

Polemical usage allows for present-day terms such as “liberal democracy”, 
“liberal world order”, “democracy”, “liberalism” and “conservatism”, 
“(extreme) right-wing”, “(extreme) left-wing” etc., but these terms are 
really scientifically useless, given that what is being referred to is a version 
of Western mass democracy and planetary power politics and not another 
kind of social formation and polity or actual “world order”. As shocking as 
this might seem to some, both communism and fascism (and national 
socialism) are, sociologically-historically seen, (extreme) forms of mass 
democracy, just like the Anglo-French parliamentary models, in that they, 
in extra savage fashion, contributed to the massification and atomisation 
(secularisation and urbanisation) of relatively "traditional" societies and 
channelled people into mass Parties, Unions, Associations, etc., as well as, 
inter alia, subjecting them to Mass Media Propaganda rather than more 



traditional forms of Religious, Church, and or patriarchal family-based, 
indoctrination (which of course was more "at home" in still largely 
agrarian-based societies), and permitting (at least some common or other) 
people to Rise from the Bottom to the Top as Party Leaders, managers, 
technocrats, justices, professors, journalists, Media Personalities, various 
kinds of Stars, etc., etc., etc.,... in manners unheard of under Oligarchic 
Bourgeois Liberalism, let alone in Societas Civilis. The aforesaid "extreme 
forms of mass democracy" do not seem so "Evil" when one considers all 
the (Geo)Political, Economic, and other Happenings in the World from e.g. 
the second half of the 18th century until their Arrival on, and Departure 
from, the World's Stage. 

Conservatism, Liberalism and (Social) Democracy faced off on the same 
battlefield around the middle of the 19 th century. Thereafter, Conservatism, 
as the preservation of societas civilis as estate-based, legally unequal but 
divinely sanctioned pre-Industrial rural-based relatively strictly 
hierarchical and static feudal etc. society, (sooner or later) conceded all its 
territory to Liberalism (of preliminary massification, atomisation, 
urbanisation, secularisation, capitalism, formal legal equality and 
oligarchic and European-imperialistic rule etc.), which in turn was 
replaced by Mass Democracy (of advanced massification, atomisation, 
urbanisation, secularisation, ultra-regulated capitalism, the social welfare 
state, managers, hedonistic consumption, the total abolition of essence and 
substance into relatively fully mobile interchangeable parts of functions 
etc.), (almost) totally by c. World War Two. 

Ideal-typical comparisons are made for the sake of a basic 
conceptualisation. When the historian and sociologist examine concrete 
phenomena in concrete historical situations, obviously there concurrently 
exists a mix of elements from more than one ideal-typical social formation. 
Montesquieu was much more interested in preserving feudal and 
aristocratic privileges than in the “separation of powers” as interpreted by 
theoreticians of the liberal or mass-democratic state. [[See p- 74ff - of the German 

edition of P.K.'s book on Montesquieu = p. 77ff of my English translation -1 note that Montesquieu was 
not a stalwart of the intractable wing of the aristocracy, and knew that society had already moved well 
beyond the feudalism advocated by the noblesse d'epee ; the Baron favoured both the noblesse de 
robe and parlements, and we remind readers that the monarchies of Europe themselves, grosso modo, had 
put an end to feudal autonomy through the absolutist, centralising, modernising state beginning from as 
early as the 16th century, etc., etc., etc.,... see Konservativismus .]] 

Liberalism as (the ideology of) “free trade” can be said to exist in the 
“globalist” era, but strictly speaking Liberalism as a social formation 



ended by WW1 or WW2, just as “globalism” in the New Times Western- 
led sense of the term actually began c. 1492 after the Fall of Byzantium and 
the last hegemonic vestiges of the Greco-Roman world. 

Since there are Races and Sexes and Homosexuals and Mohammedans and 
Jews, then racism, and sexism and homosexualism (“-phobia/-philia or - 
mania”) and Mohammedanism/Islamism (“-phobia/-philia or -mania”) and 
Semitism (“anti-/pro-/philo-”) etc., etc., etc.,... will also exist, just as 
“Progress” and “Reaction” will always exist. What makes these terms 
polemically effective is how they are imposed through those exercising 
ideological influence as a form of power, e.g. through state(-controlled) 
education, the mass media, legislation and the courts. [[An example of the totally 

content and value-biassed, ideological loading of charging of concepts is e.g. when being rude (calling 
someone in public names such as “wog, chink or nigger”), in an admittedly crudely racist fashion, is 
considered almost a “Crime against Humanity”, whereas tangible, concrete mass (auto- or self-)racism, 
when a local population goes from being 90% or 99% relatively white of a particular race, racial mix and 
or ethnos or ethne to 80% or 50% or even 0% of that locality or district or city or nation, as the case may 
be, is deemed to be simply a “population shift” or "diverse enrichment" when in effect it’s a form of self- 
made and or elite-imposed ethnic cleansing or population/race replacement, i.e. actual or potential 
(auto)genocide; likewise merely saying “Gas the Jews” on YouTube is punishable |- rightly or wrongly, I 
have no personal opinion on the punishment whereas the phrase is obviously reprehensible, though 
freedom of speech seems like a good thing for a society to have, particularly if the impugned phrase was 
said as (sick or otherwise) comedy with a cute dog rather than as a political programme by an organised 
Party; on the other hand, a "social media" user in another country spews ethno-nihilist and sacrilegious 
profanities against an air force pilot down(ed) and dead on duty pro patria (defending the Fatherland, 
not on an Imperialist campaign), as well as rejoicing in his death, and is left absolutely untouched instead 
of getting e.g. a bullet in the head... so "freedom of speech" is an interesting phenomenon with all sorts of 
aspects... which ultimately like everything human has and have to do with forms of power and 
interrelations therewith... (Spinoza: right/law/justice = power) -] by 6 months imprisonment as being 
“anti-Semitic” (apparently the offender was eventually fined £800 and not gaoled), whereas politicians 
won't even discuss GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE numbers of Jews as billionaires, Bankers, 
Financiers, Media Barons and or Commentators/Journalists, Judges, Academics, Foreign and Domestic 
Policy Lobbyists, Big Money "Donors" to Political Parties, N.G.O.s, etc. in the U.S.A., France, Australia, 
the U.K. etc. as being “anti-Gentile” and “pro-Semitic” or “pro-Zionist”, but pointing out such facts is 
deemed “anti-Semitic” too. E.g. a large American newspaper of Jewish ownership and with a grossly 
disproportionate number of Jewish journalists and commentators, at least at a national American level, 
and probably for New York too, reports, based on “findings” by the “Australian Human Rights 
Commission” that “privileged” (or otherwise known as “supremacist”) Whites in Australia make up 74% 
of Australia’s population but hold 95% of leadership positions. That is a ratio of roughly 1:1.28. Nowhere 
does the paper, if I’m not mistaken, mention that Jews make up Australia’s billionaires, Justices, medical 
practitioners, Mass Media owners and or commentators, politicians, academics, et al., etc. at ratios that 



can quite easily surpass 1:3,1:5,1:10 and sometimes perhaps even 1:50!!! If someone is going to talk 
about “equality” and “privilege” and "supremacism" then they have NO CREDIBILITY 
WHATSOEVER when they deliberately conceal FACTS, including the fact that certain racial and ethnic 
groups have an average considerably lower ability or no relevant interest in being proportionately in 
“leadership positions” or that the main age group of “leaders” has a population which is e.g. 88% rather 
than 74% White, thus narrowing the differential even further. On the other hand, it is quite clear who 
and what forces (it's not just one group but it GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY includes that (in 
part differentiated, in part relatively homogenous or somehow united) group), where, are wielding 
(relative forms of) POWER (quite effectively) (for now, tomorrow... but not...) [and it should never be 
forgotten that Change which brings in new elites may not make things "better" at all, in fact... yet those 
who want to form a new elite will always (eventually) arrive, and eventually will succeed, one way or 
another, and or after the operation of long waves of heterogony of ends, and the Transition, which might 
take place over decades or even centuries will invariably involve the Shedding of much Blood... with 
outcomes often or (almost) always quite or entirely different to what was initially envisioned (incl. as 
ideological (utopian) Bullshit)... until the outcomes become weaker crystallisations again in the process 
and course of new changes... until...] [And those who have tremendous Lust for, or Will to, Power, if they 
don't want to "go insane", would serve themselves well to reflect that few DESPERADOS ever come to 
power (in general, far less frequently in history than homines novi), and that Realism teaches that if the 
correlation of forces is such that small groups can do nothing about e.g. an international network, 
however loose or tight, with significant influence in the imperialist centre(s) of power, all that such groups 
can do is either "prepare and wait for their opportunity", watch other (much larger, foreign,...) groups 
"do the job" and or spend their lives in vain, whether others in the future Carry the Torch, Raise the 
Banner,... or not]. I NOTE that P.K. never wrote about the specific examples I refer to above, but did 
write in general terms of phenomena which can afflict all, or at least Western, societies, e.g. re: reality 
and ideology or appearance etc. - see e.g. below re: Plato.]] 

Legally or propagandistically, there might be “hate speech”, but strictly 
speaking all speech for or against something could be called “love speech” 
or “hate speech”. “Hate speech” as used today is a form of ideological or 
spiritual dominance, domination and ruling over dissenters. It is 
rationalised by Academics, and propagated by Journalists, Politicians, 
Celebrities, et al., as well as being enshrined in Law in a manner which 
ought to be obeyed, but which has nothing to do with science, philosophy or 
conceptual clarity. Of course, freedom to be crudely and rudely racist and 
or offensive as in calling people “Dagos”, “Wogs”, "Slapheads", "Cooks", 
“Niggers” or “Kikes”, "Crackers", etc., (apparently ancient Greeks, 
ancient Judeans, ancient Chinese et al. also had words disparaging Others), 
was another approach to wielding power, authority, influence, dominance, 
etc. in a different historical and societal context. If one gives precedence to 
individual rights against Tradition and or Christianity then one could have 
a totally opposite view of Love and Hate to someone who gives precedence 



to Collective rights of Racial, Ethnological and or Cultural or Religious 
Continuity. Scientifically, every Love position has a Hate position and the 
objects of Love and Hate differ from society to society including or rather 
especially historically, and from individual to individual. I|,n the histor y of i(k ' as - 

Plato e.g. distinguished ethically-normatively by decree, i.e. in terms of content and values, between the 
Good or Reason, and, Pleasure or Power, so that he could justify - without his “rationality” appearing to 
conceal any power claims since striving after power is something only “animals” do - his overall 
normative schema (with concomitant power claims) which was predominant in the West in one form or 
another until roughly the (pre-)Enlightenment and the Industrial Revolution which replaced God with 
Nature, then with History and Progress and or Trade/Commerce and or Communism and or Community 
(Authenticity) and or Equality (Human Rights) and or Self-Realisation or Self-Actualisation, etc., etc., 
etc., - the (Absolute) Nonsense one can read and hear is literally non-stop, unrelenting, endless,... Behind 
all the nonsense spouted by the Naive and or Retarded and or Self-Interested, are real, tangible interests 
which those wielding relatively high levels and concentrations of power have and usually want to 
increase...]] [If it's OK to ask whether Ancient Greeks were Black and to state that Homosexuality was 
Normal, Officially Special in Ancient Greece and that Christ was Fake and Full of Shit or Piss, then it is 
just as OK to ask whether Ancient Hebrews were Black and to state that Homosexuality and or Orgiastic 
Deviance was Normal, Officially Special in Ancient Judea and that David or Moses or Abraham was Fake 
and Full of Shit or Piss: and the same, mutatis mutandis, applies to Mohammed, Vishnu, et al.,...]. 

• Peoples will always live, to varying degrees, under a dominant ideology or 
ideologies ("ethicised discourses obfuscating a full-like understanding of 
reality and reinforcing false consciousnesses") behind and with which there 
will always be elites with comparatively increased, increasing interests in 
intensified forms of Power. Most people, if not too involved in the struggle 
to survive to notice things holistically beyond beliefs, will participate in 
having their thinking directed in certain ways conducive to the further 
exercising of authority as dominance. In any event, a fuller realisation of 
the "state of affairs" often, usually or nearly always has nothing at all to do 
with increasing tangible Power, or necessarily with levels of personal 

happiness or contentedness. [No ma tter how intense the disputes betwixt individuals and or 
groups over Values, only one Phenomenon Always has the Final Say: REAFITY] 

• Ideology or false consciousness is a concept which can be applied to all 
normative thought schemes which do not only obfuscate the reality they do 
describe, but ultimately postulate an explicit or implicit Utopia. 

• A “primitive secret society” or kind of secret society, from Lreemasons, 
Carbonari and the Liliki Etereia, to organised crime families and mafias, 
(some or many) Jews, and to Communist or Lascist Parties, The Hung 
Society and the Triad, etc., etc., etc.,... and or other (kinds of) 
confraternities, sects, etc., etc., etc.,... which interact with the wider 
community, but also secretly amongst themselves, if relatively well 



disciplined and given the right circumstances and correlation of forces, can 
achieve forms of power (as time-and-place-bound power crystallisations or 
accumulations, concentrations of forms of power) which is 
disproportionate or GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE compared to the 
percentage of people in an overall population in which they exist, including 
in GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY OVER-PROJECTED depictions 
of the suffering of one people compared to all other peoples who have 
suffered similar or other holocausts, genocides, calamities, and 
cumulatively inestimably far, far worse than the one mass atrocity 
(genocide) hammered in Western Mass Media and Education Systems 
almost day-in-day-out or far too frequently to not cause NAUSEA and 
DISGUST (this, for instance, of course does not mean that some Jewish, 
just like some or many or a few Japanese, Irish, African, Bengali, 

Turkish,... thinkers, authors, musicians, directors, actors, et al. are not 

greatly admired or loved). [[Kondylis NEVER mentioned the examples given above as secret 
societies or anything else in this bullet point - they are the translator’s examples and observations]]. 

• The levels and kinds of physical violence or the frequency and kinds of war 
can be different from society to society and can change from era to era, but 
are always at least potentially present. 

• War is a phenomenon which at least always potentially arises from the 
conflict inherent in every society based on the at least potential functioning 
of the full friend-foe spectrum in all its varying phenomenology. 

• Carl Schmitt did not recognise, or at least did not (fully) theorise, that the 
fundamental friend-foe relation belongs to the social, and not just the 

political, d have a great deal of affection and empathy for the Native American Indian Tribes which 

FOUGHT HARD their dispossession, because through their struggles they displayed an acute sense of a 
collective survival instinct, even though they LOST to the INVADING, COLONISING OTHER. Tribes 
or Groups which have not FOUGHT HARD against their own dispossession cannot be admired or 
respected anywhere near as much - in fact, they can be looked upon as PATHETIC. In the great, 
arguably greatest, masterpiece of American Cinema, The Searchers (1956) - though personally I adore My 
Darling Clementine (1946) (and The Quiet Man (1952)!) even more - the Great Irish-American Artist, 

John Ford, indicates to me that as a Great Observer of Human Affairs, he at least sensed the Agony of the 
Native American Indians in the face of Dispossession and, without explicitly saying so, admired their 
HEART. History and Reality Owes Absolutely Nothing to Groups, howsoever defined, which do not want 
to, or simply cannot, SURVIVE. Mao (and Deng)'s Long March can perhaps be seen as the Single 
Greatest Excursion into (attempts at) Overturning the World Order shaped first by Europe ((Spain, 
Holland,...), Britain, France,...), and then by the U.S.A., which basically by WW2 had well and truly 
begun Eating Itself from Within, and in the process - dragged the rest of the West with it - by, inter 
alia, also (i.e. in addition to many other social interactions and power crystallisations) allowing a part of an 



at least in part Alien Tribe be GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY involved in matters of the Elite. 
Mao (and Deng)'s Long March though is still AFOOT.] 

International relations and geopolitics are an extension of basic human 
action into a realm which can be relatively far more difficult to impose or 
achieve relatively high levels of order and cohesion, though not necessarily 
so. Without a particular geopolitical state of affairs, however, certain social 
formations and certain distributions of power between groups, including 
grossly disproportionate crystallisations of power in relatively small groups 
in concrete situations, could not be possible. It would be “nice” if the 
21 st century were characterised by the U.S.A.-led West coming to an 
understanding with Russia (over Europe) and then balancing within the 
World Correlation of Forces with China and India rather than a grossly 
disproportionately Zio-NeoCon-“Left”(-at least in part-)led U.S.A., 
acting mutatis mutandis like Rome, trying to severely limit or even crush 
Russia and then taking on China, an endeavour which it is almost certainly 
bound to lose and which will almost certainly lead to a Catastrophe from 
which there will be no return. In other words, one could say that the 
Western billionaires (Germans, Frenchmen, Americans,...), who 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY "just happen" to include Jews, 
should learn to live with non-Western billionaires, and NOT the peoples of 
Europe having to learn to live with masses, and masses, and masses,... of 
totally incompatible Mohammedans and or Africans and or Asians.... but 
of course, people (ultimately) never learn... |Man > of the vital issues for the 21st centur y 

are at least touched upon or implied in the following article, erring (heavily) on the side of "good ol' 
American optimism", notwithstanding that one could quibble over, or even take justifiable exception to, a 
lack of terminological-conceptual clarity and certain omissions of fact(s) (= understandable, given it's an 
article by an American patriot about the U.S.A., who I presume probably wants to keep selling books, 
etc., and or, is not particularly concerned about world demographics or "mass-produced and projected 
"global" culture", and who is involved in producing and marketing such 

culture...)... http://nationalinterest.org/feature/america-vs-russia-china-welcome-cold-war-ii- 
25382?temp-new-window-replacement=true 1 [The observation of facts, whether they have or do not 
have causal relevance, and irrespective of the nature, breadth, depth and overall significance of any 
causation present, is a matter distinct from whether one admires or does not admire the achievements of 
others, e.g. it would be very difficult, if not impossible, to admit that Israel, in tandem with significant 
parts of the Jewish Diaspora, has shown a tremendous Will to Survive, which per definitionem includes a 
Will to Dominate... (defence, security, borders, alliances, productivity, technology, demography, cultural 
and collective identity reinforcement,...) in a difficult, to say the least, environment, whereas Greece - also 
in a very difficult environment - and her Diaspora, probably evince, more than likely at best, a strong 
Will to Commit Suicide or to be Euthanised... and only an anti-Hellene would rejoice in that... and why 
wouldn't he?] [No-one is saying, e.g. also in the light of Leo Strauss's "thought mate" Kojeve, that 




there is an a priori moral reason why a Power (and a tiny minority wielding GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE power within such a Power) should not seek to impose its Will 
via "regime change" on the rest of the world, or that a Nation cannot be a Proposition 
Nation if it wants to - with particular values which traditionally have been seen as 
Contra Naturam or even Satanic. What is being said is that such Power Claims will 
inevitably come up against Other Power Claims and have to deal with Real Problems of 
Social Cohesion and Social Order, i.e. the Extent of Anomie, at local, nation-state and 
planetary levels... and that a World State providing Human Rights for All People 
Everywhere seems to be a Highly Unlikely Eventuality, and in fact the attempt to 
achieve such a state of affairs increasingly appears to be Highly Likely a Path of 
Destruction, Junglefication-Apeification, Hubris, Madness] [And of course in human 
affairs qua human affairs, there is no a priori reason of any kind whatsoever why a 
phenomenon cannot be GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE... it's only in circumstances 
of IDEOLOGICAL and "formal" LEGAL EQUALITY that...] [It's absolutely 
hilarious: c. 2000, when the Retards en masse thought that THEY were going to "Rule 
Forever", the talk was of the "(International) Rules-Based (Global) Order", the 
"Liberal World Order", "Human Rights",... and other such inanities, absurdities and 
ideological Chocolate Syrup and Sugar-coated Garbage... c. 2020, however, more and 
more are starting to talk about "the Correlation of Forces", "Power Politics",... as if 
they were are not ALWAYS PRESENT, ACTIVE, MULTIFARIOUS, 
UBIQUITOUS,...] [This article might be partly or totally wrong, but it raises issues 
which no serious analyst or human being could possibly 

ignore: https://www.unz.com/proberts/what-can-be-done-2/7temp-new- 

windOW-replacement=true ant * a * so ver ' interesting, as usual with this author (incl. any possible errors and 
exaggerations etc.)= https://www.unz.com/proberts/the-absence-of-diplomacv-is-isolating-washington/7temp-new- 

window-repiacement=true ] [Whether you love him, hate him or are indifferent to him, 
STUDY CAREFULLY this: https: //www.the-american- 

interest.com/2016/04/17/toward-a-global-realignment/7temp-new-window- 

replacement=true and STUDY CAREFULLY Planetary Politics after the Cold War, 
and SEE IF YOU CAN GROW A BRAIN... We do get wiser as we age, don't we?...~\ [A 
peaceful, roughly proportionate balancing based on the Golden Mean, in which 
China,... Russia,... India,... Germany,... France,... Italy,... Iran, Syria (will it stay largely 
or partly or... intact? Will China rebuild Syria as part of its New Silk Road?),... all 
counter-balance GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY (partially? nearly totally?) 
Zio/Protestant-led USA (UK), along with Saudi Arabia,... Turkey,... Israel,... Japan,... 
etc., and one another, with borders and nation states and relative ORDER (i.e. 
relatively restricted international trade with more emphasis on local production of food, 
industry and local culture connecting with local customs, traditions etc., with less 
mobile populations and an eventual bringing of the world population under control 
etc.). It all seems like a Dream. Man and Mankind does not work that way. The 









Parasite, one way or another, and the GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY, 
DISGUSTINGLY UGLY, ABHORRENT BEHEMOTH LEVIATHAN CIRCUS 
MONKEY, i.e. manifestation of SATAN, will have to, and is going to Go... and or End. 
SPLAT!!! Unfortunately, though, a Kenneth Waltz-like, Hefaistoid Ithaca-like, 
Equilibrium, is a Holy Grail that probably won't be Found... and even if a kind of Lind 
Blocpolitik eventuates, the APE still has a lot of "petrol in the tank", a lot to Conquer 
and Destroy... Woe unto the Parasitical Cancer of Humanity which Unleashed Ape 
Anomie on the Rest of Us (IDIOTS)!!!] [Very, very interesting (I would never say it is 
generally correct, let alone "absolutely" correct) is the following article (an English 
version, I presume, will be made available on 

voltairenet.org): http://infognomonpolitics.blogspot.com/2018/Q7/blog- 
post 59.html#more?temp-new-window-replacement=true , which not only touches 
upon the Lenin (political pragmatism and nation-based "internationalism") vs. 
Trotsky/"NeoCon" ("internationalism" so that my fellow Tribalists/Tribal Warriors 
centred in USA/UK/France and ??? can GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY wield 
forms of Power all over the world, or over as much of the world as possible, incl. as to 
"Cultural Consumption/Garbage", which like everything else, has to be "Monetised" 
and "reduced to the lowest common denominator" of "CRASS MATERIALISM", 
etc.,...) DIVIDE, with Stalin and Mao representing the "extreme", extra-cruel and 
exceedingly harsh version of the former, and (Zio-)USA esp. from the end of the Cold 
War, representing the "democratic" and "humanitarian" HAHAHAHAHA!!! version 
of the latter (don't get me wrong - it would be much "better" in many ways to live in the 
(Zio-)USA sphere than in the Stalinist or Maoist sphere c. 1960 or even c. 2000, but 
NEVER FORGET that the Soviet Union and China had other paths of development, i.e. 
other circumstances of "political communication" which... see, inter alia, Notes re: 
Clausewitz's Theory of War and Planetary Politics...), but also implies the impending 
reality of MORE LOCAL PRODUCTION, MORE "BLOCPOLITIK" and LESS - and 
this remains to be seen over the coming decades - Western Mass Democratic Life 
Stances based on Hedonistic Consumption, otherwise known to people who don't 
approve, at a subjective level, as ALL-ROUND, led by or GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY partially led by "you know who", not unlike in a particular 
country in the 1920s, mutatis mutandis, DEGENERACY...] 


SEE Planetary Politics after the Cold War (1992) 
and Theory of War (1997) - Summary Notes (p. 170ff. of 
the notes = p. 365ff. of the Greek text) to see how 
geopolitical analysis is PROPERLY DONE BY A TRUE 
MASTER!!! 




• One can be critical of e.g. a Super Power intervening and meddling in a 
number of countries for many different reasons, but if that Super Power 
had not intervened and meddled so, it does not necessarily mean that things 
overall would have been better over the long run or that international 
conflict and or war would have been avoided. Most people would like a 
peaceful balancing of states and nations, but human reality does not work 
that way, or cannot work that way indefinitely. 

• Every individual and group changes to some extent and eventually 

dies, lichen I go to da Fortune Telia she said, apart from «A 0 qpco<T£ va 00 b nib xf| poipa 001 ), va 00 b 

nib to pii^iKo (tod!»: "I see a Time when the Theory of War is read in China as the work of a Chinese Sage 
(it was published secretly in Chinese as early as the 1990s), and when in Europe the Dark People worship 
a White God with a silly Charlie Chaplin moustache and a ridiculous haircut". A lot of da time has 
apassed since den, but I am still doin da trying to do da figur out what WEED she was da smokin...]] 

• Irrationality is either arguing illogically or the ultimate first premise of 
every argumentation (since Nature does not provide without Culture any 
form of rationality tied to specific content, and Culture basically has to 

“make it Up”). I * Circus (Vaudeville Act/Troupe, etc.) is the Space where Everything Circulates 

and Moves and gets Mixed Up and Comes and Goes. The Circus undoubtedly includes moments of 
Silliness, Madness, Unfairness and Beauty, such as when absolutely gorgeous Margherita (Gina 
Lollobrigida), whilst in provincial Italy, sings about her cross-eyed boy in Ecuador with 450 cows and 
1000 bulls. The Circus is where Franca goes after leaving Carlo (Marcello Mastroianni) because she 
Decided she did not want Love and a Relationship and a Family and Stability (and all the attendant 
Troubles), but she wanted Money and Glamour. And when she came FACE-TO-FACE with being a Piece 
of Meet for the Rich in Money, Property and other Financial Assets, Pig Monster (who "just happened" 
on the surface to be very polite and "kind" and “just happens” to do big business with a “Winkler” from 
Holland), she had to Leave. But her World had already turned Upside Down. Societies throughout the 
millennia come and go. All of them feature elements of Hierarchy and elements of Equality. All of them 
Create Beauty and Ugliness. It's the MIX that Differs, both as to Hierarchy and Equality, as well as in 
relation to Beauty and Ugliness, and how we as individuals view them. When I observe the Struggles of 
Nino (Aldo Fabrizi), all I can say is that I LOVE that Man , Because HE is a Fellow Tribesman (very 
broadly defined) and On the Move in Life's Struggle, just like another Tribesman, Komajuro (Ganjiro 
Nakamura), whose Tribe I do not belong to even broadly defined, but whom I Love and Respect from a 
Great Distance. Margherita chooses Love and Sentimentality/Sentimentalism over (more) Money and 
(more) Fame. Franca commits Suicide when she realises what she has Done. Once, the CIRCUS, however, 
becomes the Model for the Whole World, Those Gaining the MOST, in GROSS 
DISPROPORTIONALITY, sooner or later, One Way or Another, are GOING TO PAY. AND PAY 
THEY MUST (The Problem is How much Damage will be Done to the Rest of Us...) . (Two of the most 
brilliant movies you will ever see: A Dog's Life (Vita da cani) (1950) by Mario Monicelli and Steno, 
and, Floating Weeds (1959) by Yasujiro Ozu. And there's always Chaplin's Limelight (1952) too... - And 




for more cinematic ART, try Kenji Mizoguchi's The Story of the Late Chrysanthemums (1939)... [Kon 
Ichikawa's An Actor's Revenge (1963) is stunning in other ways as well]...).] 

Every World Image and World View is the Ordering of the World into 
things of interest and not of interest, into Good and Evil,... into I, We and 
You, They,... into That World and This World,... and from the original 
irrational starting point (still mostly in the non-human animal kingdom) 
whole cultures arise and develop, but Power and its extension and its 
multiple manifestations is what features in all individuals and groups 
relative to other individual and groups. 

Social science, as absolutely consistent science, will only take place in the 
thought and work of very few people who desist, not from polemics, but 
from normative power claims. Scientific power (knowledge) claims are 
non-normative, and unless weaponised or “applied” normatively (and 
ideologically), i.e. without shedding the characteristic of science, cannot 
influence society. 

Social phenomena are often or usually or always over the long run the 
result of causae rather than one causa, and eventually the Heterogony of 
Ends means that social formations change and become distinctly different 
societies. 

There is no Utopia in reality as reality, but Utopia can be the end point of 
ideological thought necessary for social disciplining, the restraining of 
drives, urges, impulses, the passions,... in short, for Culture. Culture can 
exist without notions and dreams of Utopia, but Utopia cannot exist 
without Culture. 

All individuals and groups participating in the dominant ideology or 
ideologies either as followers or leaders are engaging in the ethicisation of 
their own power claims and or the power claims they support made by 
others. 

Ideologies such as the various forms of Feminism, Liberalism, Marxism, 
Homosexualism, Africanism, Egalitarianism, Human Rights Universalism, 
White Nationalism, White Identitarianism, etc., etc., etc., just like the more 
traditional Religions, may make some or many empirically valid points but 
overall constitute, in terms of scientific observation of human affairs, 
laughable up to ludicrous thought patterns promoted by Retards and or 
People with an insatiable Lust for Power. Monocausal reductionism and 
gross over-simplification is a common feature. Scapegoating and 
Conspiracy theories are also signs of ideological thought, however the 
observation of “secret society”-like behaviour and superior networking by 
particular groups where there are facts to support such findings cannot be 


dismissed because of use of the word “conspiracy” or “canard”, etc.. Such 
accusations, when the facts PROVE the contrary, are a sure sign that 
groups with very powerful and large interests have A LOT TO HIDE and a 
lot of bullshit to promote through the Mass Media which they “just 
happen” to GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY (partially) own and or 
control in certain countries!!! 

No individual and or group can rule for ever because he or it cannot last 
forever. 

Humans are animals with symbolic cultural systems they create, and all 
values are ultimately relative. 

The fact that I know values are relative, and different people have different 
perspectives, etc.,... through the observation of humans and human history, 
is certain empirically verifiable scientific knowledge, therefore certain 
scientific knowledge is possible (but not always necessarily attainable). 
Humans are only One Humanity vis-a-vis the rest of the animal kingdom. 
Amongst themselves, humans differ both individually and collectively. 
Every individual is born into a society and culture or has some kind of 
relationship with a society and culture. Society and culture come first. 
Individuals and groups can modify or change the orientation or even basic 
content of their identity or identities, but they will always have an identity. 
The content of the values people hold as paramount is both a question of 
collective and individual identity and identities and forms of power. 

Identity can change, it is malleable, but there is always identity. Psychology 
in all its manifestations is something which occurs or can occur in all 
people, notwithstanding the values people may or may not believe in, e.g. a 
“left-winger” can be just as “abusive” as a “right-winger” to his child, or 
have just as much “lust for recognition and fame”, whereas a “feminist” 
might be just as domineering to others, whether men or women, as a 
“fascist” or “humanitarian”, or a “patriarchal male” can be just as nice to 
his cat, whilst being “depressed” as a “gender-fluid trans- 
homoheterosexual-sheman-hewoman” though P erha P s according to Herr Freud and 

Herr Marcuse the latter is "less repressed", and of course less inclined to noticing particular grossly 
disproportionate accumulations, concentrations and crystallisations of group power given that on average 
the former might over a course of a lifetime ingest fewer chemicals/drugs... but "needs" to be 
psychopathologised... whilst it also might be the case that Mohammedans, who tend to imbibe less alcohol, 
are more prone on average, perhaps, to noticing certain things... of course, all of that is pure speculation... 
and involvement, or correlation, as we know, does not mean necessary causal participation or 
significance... yet facts remain facts...] e t c>? e t c<? e tc.. Another aspect of people is that 



in social interaction they often play different roles or wear different masks 
in different circumstances, etc.. 

Cultural-aesthetic likes and dislikes are ultimately and absolutely a matter 
of taste, and entirely subjective. Such likes and dislikes have nothing to do 
with rationality and irrationality as such, apart from the fact that the 
ultimate starting point is irrational, and then the articulation of the like 
and dislike is or can be undertaken in logically consistent form or 
illogically, contradictorily, and or hypocritically. Desire and Disgust are 
also matters which can and do vary from individual to individual, and from 
group to group, grosso modo. Behind and Beneath Human-Social 
EpiPhenomena and Phenomena are Ultimately Nature and Artifice without 
any Concrete or Specific Meaning. The Meanings, The Values, The 
Identities,... are Made by Humans in Societies in regard to Correlations of 
Forces, i.e. Distributions and Varying Manifestations of Power. [E §- if someone 

says it is "irrational" for others to dislike him because of his face, nose, race, religion, etc., one could 
answer if one were very rude and angry: "Fuck you! You fucking disgusting ANIMAL!!! Who the fuck 
are you to impose your tastes and values of like and dislike onto me, FUCKING POWER-HUNGRY 
ANIMAL!!!", because the reality is that it is no more "rational" or "irrational", either way, to like or 
dislike someone because of his face, nose, race, religion, etc.. And nowhere in nature or in human societies 
in toto does it say "all people are equal, but a particular Group as a Group and as Individuals can have 
and wield GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of power, 'no problemo', notwithstanding that all 
people are equal" - but neither is it said or written as CERTAIN that one Group is not permitted to 
dominate, in various ways and with various excuses or discourses of justification, other Groups, etc....!!! 
Of course, the beauty of Possessing the relative Power is that the possessor of the said power can retort: 
"Calm down. I'll prescribe you some pills, which will help you calm down, and everything will be fine; all 
will be well" = The very rude and angry person can't do anything about the distribution of power and 
when something is done about it, which WILL DEFINITELY HAPPEN ONE DAY,... the present-day 
interlocutors will probably (or rather, certainly) all be well and truly DUST...] [Mao and Deng, inter alia, 
ensured that George Kennan's view c. 1966 that "containment" did not apply to China, would be 
rendered "inaccurate or inappropriate" by c. 2016...] [If there is a major, prolonged war or war-like 
clashes or short war or no war, but considerable economic and other losses... requiring the Sacrifice or 
Holocaust or simply Impoverishment of tens or hundreds of thousands or even (tens of) millions of 
soldiers and civilians, between the U.S.A. and China, and if China won or got the upper hand, - we note 
the VERY BIG "IFs" -, then, it could be that more and more and more people will start to view relative 
Racial Homogeneity and "Nationalistic Dictatorship" compared to "Diverse Multi-Racial, Multi-Cultural 
"Democracy" with GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE Tribal Leadership Input" in a different light- 
provided of course China continued in some form of nation-based existence...] [From International 
Proletarian Revolution to Socialism in One Country and Wars, and Movements, of National Liberation... 
From a New World Order of Human Rights Universalism and Liberal Democracy to ... - very interesting, 
potentially, are the various parallels and implications in that line of thought...] [Person Z could say that 




today's Western Mass Democracies are like Disgusting, Sickening Freak Shows, or "Monkey Cultures", 
which "just happen" to be GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY partially Tribally led in certain 
countries, and by means of U.S.A. Imperialistic Power Projection incl. at the level of Culture, in virtually 
all Western countries,... but Person A could quite easily RETORT that that is TOTALLY SUBJECTIVE 
OPINION AS A MATTER OF TASTE and that Person Z has NO VIABLE ALTERNATIVE 
WHATSOEVER THAT WON T ENTAIL MASS VIOLENCE IN ANY ATTEMPTED SOCIETAL RE¬ 
CALIBRATION... and Person A, who sees today's societies, with their ever increasing multi-racialism 
and "multiculturalism" and progressive potential possible White Genocide as something like the near- 
Ultimate Embodiment of ALL THAT IS GOOD IN HUMANS, and sees the England e.g. depicted in a 
1920s or 1930s Hitchcock movie or even the U.S.A. in the 1970s, as "aesthetically SICK or 
DISGUSTING", both racially and culturally,... etc., is ABSOLUTELY CORRECT about Person Z, whilst 
enjoying the Relative Power of being in the current Winner's Position... If Person A, though, wanted to be 
an absolutely consistent scientific observer of human affairs, then Person A would have said the same 
about the MATTER OF TASTE of his own position as he did about Person Z's... and he would have 
remembered Scipio...] 

DThere are many levels to, and ways of looking at, Reality, and seemingly 
Paradoxical Stances cannot but not be uncommon, even when one is being 
Consistent, for Reality itself presents (scientific) observers with many 
layers or strata of Group and or Individual Action and Interaction. 


• Knowledge varies from society and society and from era to era and for 
most (if not (nearly) all) people in most (some, many or (nearly) all) 
situations contains empirically factual elements and mythological- 
ideological elements. One of the many reasons we LOVE KARL MARX so 
much is that his concept of IDEOLOGY ("false consciousness"), when 
applied to Everyone and Everything, i.e. to all Social and Human 
Phenomena, EXPOSES EVERYONE. Wherever Power Crystallises, is 
Wielded and (attempted to be) CONCEALED behind SMOKESCREENS 
and STREAMS OF BULLSHIT, MARX, consistently and absolutely 
applied (incl. shedding all his CRAP), takes us THERE. First, we shed 
Marx of his own Bullshit, then we, in theory and thought, GO AFTER 
EVERYONE ELSE. PRECISELY, BALANCED, HOLISTICALLY, 
TOTALLY, ABSOLUTELY. [[Fuck You and You and You and Myself and...!!!]] 

• The trashing of God simply means that for the purpose of social interaction 
and social discipline, another Myth or other Myths such as (normatively- 
loaded or normatively super-charged interpretations and ideologies of) 
Nature, Man, History, Trade, Communism, Race,... Equality, Diversity, 
Reason, Human Rights,... are being put forward. 




The philosophers in the century or two before and after Plato posited in 
written form all the important philosophical questions which are of interest 
to us even today. 

Plato’s argumentation against sophistry was replete with sophisms. 
Whether it is sophistry or Vedic reasoning or the Chinese School of Names 
or Talmudic argumentation or Cartesian doubt or "the greatest 
philosopher of the 20th century" Martin Heidegger, etc., etc., etc., “smart 
arses” will be found to argue (almost) any point. He, however, who sticks to 
the facts seen in toto, not selectively using facts, but always logically 
consistently, as well as having an ability to identify and distinguish 
causation and or correlations, comparisons, regularities, etc., whilst also 
having a good general knowledge of history, won’t ever fear succumbing to 
“smart arses”. 

Science does not consist of a fixed method as modus procedendi. In the 
social sciences there are no laws, only causes, causation, causalities 
(historical science) and regularities (sociology); empirical verification (as a 
kind of “saving the phenomena”) and absolute logical consistency are sine 
qua non. Social ontology deals with the social and anthropological factors 
and forces which (potentially) operate in all societies mentioned above. The 
worlds greater (e.g. of the universe) and smaller (atomic, energetic,...) are 
not of any interest to social science as the observation of human affairs. Nor 
are exercises in logic which completely depart the domain of the political 
and political existence. 

Just as the Anthropological can only notionally, for the purposes of 
theoretical contemplation, but never in Reality, be separated from the 
Social-Ontological and the Historical and the Sociological (and 
psychological,...), so too, within the Historical and Sociological, certain 
Phenomena, including Concrete Group, Collective, Tribal,... Phenomena in 
Concrete Social and Historical Circumstances, can be examined and 
theorised, but never at the end of the day, like all other Human-Social 
Phenomena, be Separated in Reality from the Social-Ontological and 
Anthropological. Over-emphasising phenomena invariably, but not 
necessarily always, leads to scientific Error; so too, however, does the 
obfuscation or attempted hiding of very real phenomena... Power within 
the Political is Never Science's Friend... 

History (starting in particular with Thucydides) is the only discipline which 
on its own can possibly lead people to non-ideological thought. [[This artic,e 

probably contains a few, some or a lot of inaccuracies or errors, but at least it appears to be trying to give 



some kind of interpretation of the World, grosso modo, which accords with Reality rather than Ideology 
(it seems particularly to be over-stating Russian "victory", which raises questions of Russian 
propaganda, etc.): http://www.voltairenet.org/article200519.html7temp-new-window- 
replacement=true !1 

Montaigne, Montesquieu, Ferguson, Kant, Marx, Pareto, Durkheim, 
Simmel and Weber, inter alia, at their best, gave us modern sociology. 
Thucydides, Machiavelli, Hobbes, Spinoza, Clausewitz, Weber and 
Kondylis taught us about Power and its many manifestations - its ultimate 
ubiquity in human nature and human culture and its interweaving with 
Identity. 

Raymond Aron, Werner Conze and Reinhart Koselleck were the ideal 
teachers and roughly contemporaries for a student of the historical and 
social sciences at a macro or general level. Learning from them means 
improving on their work, and even correcting them. 

Human societies can obviously continue with or without Whites, 

Christians, Greeks, Jews, et. al., et al., et al.. Which groups survive and or 
prosper is a matter of human interaction both locally and internationally. 
No-one and no group is ultimately owed anything apart from Death, and of 
course some individuals or groups die well before others. [What is Evil > Satan ’ 

Ugly, Repugnant, Abhorrent, Disgusting, "Insane",... etc. Ultimately comes down to Questions of Power 
and Identity... I and my Tribe or Loosely Defined Group can seem just as Ugly and Disgusting and Evil to 
Others as Others might seem to Me... When one stands as an Atom in a Mass ("Sea of Shit"), One sees 
things through the Prism of False Consciousness with the Main Flow of Images, Sounds and Words 
Controlled by the Mass Media, Mass Education, Mass Retardism, the Collective Lobotomy,... (as happens 
in more relatively homogeneous (racially, ethnologically, in part religiously, in part culturally,...)... Group 
contexts too, but with other Means and with other Emphases!!!)... When one enters the Laboratory of 
Scientific Observation and Studies History in Detail and Sees the Rise and Fall of Collectives clearly and 
the Roles of Individuals Therein (Relativising All Groups, Relativising All Individuals and Oneself), one 
has the Opportunity to Start to Contemplate Human-Social Totalities, Away from Ideology and With 
Eyes of Dispassionate Reflection] [Western mass democracies of "multi-culturalism" and "diversity" 
contain elements of relative homogeneity as one culture, one ideology-religion,... whilst ignoring, 
downplaying or denying the elements of multi-culturalism and diversity in formerly relatively more 
racially and or ethnologically, (at one level) religiously and (overall apparently) more "mono-"culturally 
homogeneous societies... concepts and terms can need (constant) (re-(definition and clarification, 
depending on the context of what is being observed... but the Academic-Ideologue or "Educated" Cretin 
is often or mostly interested in Propagating Bullshit/False Consciousness/Ideology... which Conceals, or 
attempts to Conceal, his or her or its Power Claims and Association with (a) certain Group(s) or Tribe's 
or Tribes' Power Claims, including the Wielding of GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of 
Power...] [The Very Long View of History, Properly Balanced, Makes Everything Really Important Clear 




= the very long view of history puts sociology in its place and gives us social ontology. Psychology can be 
useful, but comparatively speaking, it's for the little minds of little people.]. 

Even if one group is replaced or “properly confined”, “oppression” and the 
varying elements of hierarchy and equality every society has, will never go 
away - they will simply occur in different doses depending on the concrete 
situation without the replaced or “properly confined” group. [E -s- over the ver y 

long term, if peoples don't nuclear etc. bomb one another out of existence, and even if relatively white 
peoples are totally effaced from the planet,... relatively tighter Group, Collective, Tribal,... identities will 
Coalesce in Regions Again, and any Conceited, Arrogant, (as a whole) Grossly Ugly (totally subjectively 
seen as a matter of Taste) Tribe, with GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power in some or 
many of its members' possession, and which thinks it will (in part) comparatively Rule (or GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY wield various forms of Power) Forever, will be "pleasantly surprised", to say 
the Least... One can learn a lot by watching e.g. the often Grossly Underrated Pasolini's II fiore delle mille 
e unci notte = The Flower of the One Thousand and One Nights = Arabian Nights, 1974, - groups, 
individuals, flesh, spirit, identity, power -, as well as by researching how many great authors and other 
artistic creators there have been only in the last 50 to 100 years completely outside of the Anglo- 
American-centric Cultural Orbit, in at least 10 languages and or (historical) cultures I know about to a 
lesser or greater extent, and completely outside of the Awarding of Prizes, which "just happen" to feature 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE numbers of...] [It seems quite clear c. 2017 that the relatively white 
nations of European Origin went, macro-historically and Grosso Modo, from (civil, tribal, religious, 
ethnic, racial and) Class War to a process of (potential) Auto-Genocide in a state of increasing (civil, 
religious, class, ethnic, racial and) Tribal War... with the long-term Future clearly belonging to Others... 
at least it seems that way...] [It would be a very serious mistake in scientific observation to overestimate 
Foe continuity phenomenology and underestimate Friend continuity phenomenology in the continually 
active and rich in innumerable gradations and manifestations of social interaction Spectrum... in addition 
to underestimating/overestimating the degree of Social Coherence and Social Order in the present, and 
overestimating/ underestimating such Social Coherence and Social Order in the past... or 
underestimating/overestimating the Future (which we really can't know... that well... or rather, the 
further into the Future we look,... at all...)...] [Subjectively Seen, As a Matter of Taste, How Beautiful 
were WE, when the Other was either internal or of a sub-Race not too distant from our own (e.g. Riso 
Amaro = Bitter Rice (1949))... And yet, History proves that NOTHING STANDS STILL and that all that 
is UGLY, in particular a particularly DISGUSTINGLY UGLY ELITE that is thinking all kinds of things 
including how beautiful it and things seem to itself, WILL HAVE ITS TURN... and may they all ROT IN 
HELL... (even an Anglo can look (sort of, kind of) OK amongst hundreds and thousands of Southern 
Europeans - but nothing like Silvana, NO WAY!!! HahahahaHa!!!)...] [Q: Is it possible for a demographic 
and cultural Regime or State of Affairs which has come about, and is still gathering Steam, only in recent 
decades to constitute a Permanent Change to an Aspect of Human Affairs? A: Absolutely, but that 
doesn't mean that those who are Laughing today won't be Crying sometime Tomorrow...] 



IT CANNOT BE EMPHASISED ENOUGH: EVEN IF A CURRENT 


REGIME OR STATE OF AFFAIRS PERTAINING TO AN ENTIRE 
SOCIAL FORMATION FALLS, INEVITABLY THE FALL'' WILL 
TAKE ITS TIME AND INVARIABLY ENTAIL A LOT OF STRIFE, A 
LOT OF BLOOD,... AND WHETHER THE PERIOD OF TRANSITION 
OF HEIGHTENED ANOMIE IS RELATIVELY LONG OR NOT, 
CONTAINING AS IT WILL ITS OWN RELATIVE CHAOS AND 
(RELATIVELY FLUID) HIERARCHIES, IF AND WHEN A NEW 
"REGIME'' AND SOCIAL ORGANISATION IS ESTABLISHED, 
AGAIN, MORE RELATIVELY SEEMINGLY PERMANENT 
HIERARCHIES WILL ASSERT THEMSELVES AND (SOME) PEOPLE 
WILL BE AGGRIEVED AND OR SLAUGHTERED (OUT OF 
EXISTENCE), WHILST OTHERS WILL PROSPER - RELATIVE TO 
OTHERS. WHICHEVER WAY ONE LOOKS AT IT, THE 
PREFERENCE ONE MIGHT HAVE FOR THE KIND OF ELITE HE 
WOULD LIKE TO LIVE UNDER AND WHAT THE DOMINANT 
VALUES AND CULTURE(S) SHOULD BE OF HIS SOCIETY, IS 
ULTIMATELY, PURELY AND SIMPLY, A (SUBJECTIVE) MATTER 
OF TASTE, I.E. AN ASSERTION OF ONE'S OWN PERSONAL 
IDENTITY AND POWER THROUGH A COLLECTIVE IDENTITY 
AND POWER - AND THE (SUBJECTIVE) MATTER OF TASTE IS 
INELUCTABLY MADE UP, ULTIMATELY, FROM WORLD IMAGES 
AND WORLD VIEWS AND SOCIAL RELATIONS PRE-EXISTING 
THE INDIVIDUAL. "I DON'T WANT THEM RULING OVER THE 
SOCIETY I LIVE IN" IS ULTIMATELY NOTHING MORE THAN A 
POWER CLAIM WHICH MUST COME UP AGAINST OTHER POWER 
CLAIMS - AND BETWEEN RADICAL CHANGES IN SOCIAL ORDER, 
LITERALLY INNUMERABLE INDIVIDUALS, WHOSE 
INTERACTIONS ARE ABSORBED IN THE LONG, UNFATHOMABLE 
LINES, CIRCLES AND NETWORKS OF THE HETEROGONY OF 
ENDS, LIVE AND DIE,... AS THINGS, HUMAN AFFAIRS, TAKE 
THEIR COURSE - WHICH NEVER ENDS UNTIL HUMANS END. W a 

tiny minority - whether "parasitical" or not - is selling the masses a programme of "equality", you can be 
absolutely certain that THAT TINY MINORITY has anything but "equality" in mind, or at least - far 



more importantly - IN PRACTICE... Great observers of human affairs cum artists, like George Orwell 
or Aleksandr Isayevich Solzhenitsyn, notwithstanding all their flaws, saw it CRYSTAL - 
CLEAR... (elements of equality exist in all societies, like elements of hierarchy, in any case - it’s the 
correlation of forces or the distributions of crystallisations of forms of power which can differ...)... on the 
other hand, if the tiny minority is GOOD ENOUGH to do what they do, to DIVIDE AND RULE, then 
POWER rewards them, for rewarding themselves... until their TURN arrives., because absolutely 
certainly THEIR TURN WILL (eventually) COME... etc., etc., etc.,...] [It is absolutely natural and 
absolutely to be expected that a current society with certain current elites wants a particular state of 
affairs to basically continue (and be extended, expand). All societies have stronger or weaker forces of 
collective self-preservation. It is up to opposing actors to induce or bring about change, and or, await 
their opportunity, which may or may not come soon or in a few or in many(, many, many) generations 
after their lives... And in a time sequence of A-B-C-D the next Change will be E and not back to C or B...] 


High Culture, as creative products of relatively high quality and 
craftsmanship and (written) learning, whether valued or not, whether 
thought to be “better” or not, macro-historically seen, has mostly appeared 
in Europe and Asia, not so much in Sub-Saharan Africa and America 
before European Settlement. High Culture, like all things human, 

eventually Ends. [Even if Race and Sex do not exist,... language and colour and cultural and 

regional and religious and or ideological and... groups exist,... i.e. humans are still divisible and divided 
into groups which have elements of internal hierarchy and equality, and elements of differentiation from 
other groups (which then have their own betwixt them elements of hierarchy and elements of equality),... 
elements of co-operation and conflict, elements of peace and (potential for) Violence and (extreme) 
WAR,... all in different and varying doses... etc., etc., etc.,... so Cut the Fucking Bullshit, TOTALLY 
LOBOTOMISED RETARD!!!] 

Conquering, Killing, Massacring, Enslaving, Torturing, etc. are 
phenomena, just like language, culture, song, dance,... which have 
appeared (albeit nowhere near or not necessarily as frequently) all over the 
world in all (major) racial, ethnic and or cultural groups 
(apart from the millions and millions and millions of non-Whites super-exploited by 
European Colonialism, from the 18th century to about c. 1970 in the West there were 
millions and millions and millions of WHITES (peasants, proletarians, workers, manual 
(child) labourers, (coal) miners, et al.) super-exploited, maimed, killed,... by Capital and 
Capitalism flowing from the Industrial Revolution (and parallel phenomena such as 
Banking and Usury), working up to double and triple shifts of 20+ hours per day in the 
most deplorable, inhuman conditions just to survive and perhaps go to Church on 
Sunday,... etc., etc., etc.. HOW DARE FOUFORGET THE MILLIONS AND 





MILLIONS AND MILLIONS OF IMPOVERISHED WHITES SUPER-EXPLOITED 
BY CAPITAL in the Development of Capitalism SO YOU TODAY CAN FEEL GOOD 
ABOUT YOURSELF with all your DISGUSTING, ULTRA-HYPOCRITICAL 
"VIRTUE SIGNALLING" and PONTIFICATING about "PRIVILEGE" and 
"SUPREMACY" - YOUR "LIFESTYLES", ANIMALS!!!, REST (to a large degree; 
other factors incl. technological developments, entrepreneurship, management, etc., etc., 
etc.) ON THE LABOUR OF MILLIONS AND MILLIONS AND MILLIONS OF 
WHITES AND NON-WHITES EXPLOITED AND SUPER-EXPLOITED OVER A 
COUPLE OR SO CENTURIES (apart from whites (and non-whites of course) being 
massacred en masse by the millions and millions and millions in wars incl. world 
wars),.. OR,... DO YOU THINK THAT YOUR "HEDONISTIC-CONSUMERIST 
"SOPHISTICATED" LIFESTYLES" "JUST HAPPENED" TO FALL DOWN FROM 
THE MOON INTO YOUR "PRECIOUS LAPS" "AS OF RIGHT", MORONS, 
IMBECILES, CRETINS, RETARDS!!! - INCL. IN CONCEALING THE GROSS 
DISPROPORTIONALITY WHICH A CERTAIN GROUP EXERCISES AMONGST 
ITS ELITES IN VARIOUS FORMS OF POWER IN CERTAIN 
COUNTRIES!!!!!! REVOLTING DISGUSTING ANIMALS!!! YOU HAVE NO 
SHAME, NO KNOWLEDGE, NO DIGNITY WHATSOEVER, DISGUSTING 
IDEOLOGUES OF THE "LEFT", SPITTING, URINATING and DEFECATING ON 
YOUR POOR PROLETARIAN AND PEASANT/FARMER 
ANCESTORS!!! FUCKING ANIMALS!!!). 

Certain groups in certain parts of the world abandoned cannibalism and 
ritual human sacrifice much later than other groups. Other groups 
developed technology to the extent that they could kill millions in relatively 
short periods of time. Arguing in favour of Moderation, the Golden Mean, 
restraint and peaceful co-existence, might sound good to some or many ears 
as both a critique of culture and hope for a better world and future, but the 
reality is that such argumentation simply constitutes another Power Claim 
which seeks to overcome or defeat outright another power claim or power 
claims. Power Claims have people, both as groups and individuals, behind 
them, and when Power Claims Clash, PEOPLE (in groups) clash, and the 
outcome(s) are often not pretty, vary and become differentiated in ways 
totally unforeseen and unexpected over the long run. [Just because y° u are content 

with the current state of affairs and distribution(s) of Power amongst the elites, it does not necessarily 
follow that others are content...] 

Population explosions, lack of water, of resources,... even of air,... weapons 
of mass destruction, terrorism, increasing Anomie, the Ideology of Human 
Rights and the Model of Hedonistic Consumerism and ever-expanding 
G.D.P.s, etc.,... could all possibly culminate in a “Perfect Storm” of 
Catastrophe on a Scale hitherto unknown in human history. 111 is understandable 




that unlimited numbers of people can view, in the final analysis, that the meaning of life is money or 
connected to money (and associated accumulating power). But if that is the model for a planet of 10 
billion people rather than 1 billion people, then the only thing that can eventuate is trouble, a lot of 
trouble, a very great deal of trouble, unheard-of and unknown in all of human history trouble,... HELL] 
[No-one in their right mind would say that by Year ???? such and such catastrophes will befall 
"humanity", however certain trends have become apparent, and we do know WITH ABSOLUTE 
CERTAINTY that no specific correlation of forces and "regime(s)" last forever... it truly is a matter of 
TIME...] [For all social formations, all societies, all cultures and civilisations,... there is always a Date of 
Expiry or Use By Date, it's just that we usually or rather always don't and can't know what that Date is... 
That YOU are GOING DOWN . YOU ARE GOING DOWN!!! , but I can't tell you exactly when and 
because of whom or what, though I can tell you that I am already Down and OUT and that processes are 
underway to make sure YOU GO DOWN TOO!!!...] 

• The Heterogony of Ends will keep on having the Final Say, until there is no 

Say to be had... [Nostalgia for the Past can become the Graveyard of the Future...] [Divide and 

Conquer is how relatively tiny or small groups, from primitive secret societies to nations as Empires, and 
or both, go about obtaining and maintaining Power; whilst doing that however, other things, actions and 
reactions, are going on and ongoing... until... until... until... the possessor of power is itself, 
DISPOSSESSED.] [Give me the Rope, and I'll Hang YOU !] [If the Timing is not right, not only are you 
OUT, but you are also GONE!] [One could half-jokingly, half-seriously take Vladimir Ilyich Lenin and 
Woodrow Wilson's broad notion of the right of people to self-determination, approximately 100 years 
after their reigns and say that the said broad notion, properly modified, could apply to many nations 
today, including and starting with the United States of America... but including Russia, inter alia, too!!!...] 


• An X-Ray of the Human Condition Hurts A LOT, but does not necessarily 

reveal anything nice ["You touch my Tribe, Animal!, and I'll do anything in my power to make 

YOU pay - even if I can't do anything..."] [Science cares not for Good and Evil, but Humans can't Live 
without them] 


• The tragic dimension in life, e.g.: two individuals of different backgrounds 
can be the best of friends and truly admire or even love each other as 
individual human beings, but if circumstances are such that one or both 
must take Sides, then the only Loyalty for an individual with a strong 
historical and or collective sense of being is to side with his grandparents 
and or his co-religionists, broadly understood, i.e. his TRIBE. [An y indiv idu al 

qua individual can have the best of relations with any other individual qua individual, but that can never 
alter the fact that every individual has some kind of a (simple or more nuanced, complex, 
differentiated,...) connection to the social, the cultural, and to the biological,... and,... that Human Social 
History is a History of Competing and Co-operating Groups and Individuals, and that the various 
Historical Outcomes until the next Outcomes, until... have NEVER and can NEVER be "Evenly and 





Fairly" distributed amongst all Groups and Individuals. THAT MEANS: he who Identifies with a 
Particular (Interpretation) of a Culture, Ultimately, not necessarily on a day-to-day basis, but perhaps 
Secretly, MUST SIDE WITH HIS TRIBE (whether it is the Western mass-democratic Tribe as Large 
Group or Collective with GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE Intra-Tribal Crystals, Crystallisations, 
Accumulations and Concentrations of forms of Power, or another more Ethnologically- and or 
Religiously- and or Racially- Centric Tribe within present-day mass-democratic "post-modernity". 

THAT MEANS: low-level or heightened TRIBAL (cultural and or ethnological and or racial) RIVALRY 
and or (a sort of bloodless and or actual) WARFARE is built in, in fact, "locked in", the Human 
Condition (denial of same simply means you want, quite naturally for a human, your understanding of 
current power relations to continue or "improve" ad infinitum, whilst being indifferent to or enthused by 
the Death of other Cultures, Ethne, Races,... AND... in the drunkenness of Present Success YOU 
FORGET that not only are the Heterogony of Ends in (very) slow, relatively slower or speedier 
Operation, BUT Others, the Other to YOU, want and wants YOU Defeated and or Dead] [Things are SO 
BAD, there is SO LITTLE HOPE of Salvation, that my MIND has started thinking, fantasising... about 
adapting Hellenism to Islam and Islam's Power, based on Asian-Arabic-African "Barbarian and or Ape" 
Biological, Racial, Demographic, Cultural, Religious,... present and or (potential) future DOMINANCE, 
but in reality what my HEART is doing is telling my BRAIN to try and CONVERT DEFEAT into 
VICTORY, whereas in the LAB of the Observation of Human Affairs it is quite CLEAR that 6 KukIoc; 
Hpcov TeXeioi ij pf/v.y.ov ’Ete>x1cd<T£... ovxojq TiLcojbd^, TcTcy.Eicopcvoq. The only Consolation NOW is to 
CURSE the Animals... CURSE the Ugly... CURSE the Disgusting, Revolting,... the Satanic... knowing 
ABSOLUTELY that their TURN is COMING, their TURN will COME TOO!!!] [Being Comatose, Semi- 
Dead or DEAD means that one is much worse than an Animal or an Ape or Ugliness or Satan Himself. 
One is literally (next to, almost) NOTHING] [Standing in the shoes... OOPS!... standing with the Feet on 
Earth of an Australian Aboriginal or an American Indian or Eskimo or... is what ALL PEOPLES, one 
way or another, sooner or (much, much, much) later, WILL HAVE TO DO, whether they See it. 
Understand it, OR NOT] [If I were given the Ridiculous and Impossible Choice of the non-Greek 
relatively white nations and (sub-)races surviving in Europe, but with Hellenism DEAD, or, Hellenism as 
Language and in part at least Culture Surviving, albeit in relatively or even totally brown/black Form, 
but with European relative whiteness DEAD, I would very easily CHOOSE THE LATTER, i.e. Hellenism 
Surviving. The Reality is though that over the following decades or century or two, neither will apply... 
(unless of course History and Historical Action Play (a) Funny and or Vicious Game or Games!... which 
of course they are more than capable of doing... provided people do things that...)...]. 


I always respect those who stand up for what they believe in and or what 
Group(s) they belong to, provided they are not RETARDED. The 
RETARDED I understand, but never respect. I always love all members of 
my Group if they are genuine in loving our Group, and hope that those 
who have left, whilst I don't expect it, come back. [I could in g eneral and abstractly 

HATE Germans for killing directly or indirectly contributing to killing my Grandparents and for playing 
a not insignificant role in Turks/Ottomans/ Mohammedans and others slaughtering Greeks of Pontus, 




Asia Minor etc., or regarding other more recent German machinations in the Balkans against Greek and 
or Orthodox interests,... ditto re: the English and Cyprus, etc., etc., etc.,... but every individual in day-to- 
day interactions I judge on his or her merits specifically re: our interactions... similarly, one as a Roman, 
Greek, Hellene and as someone who is in awe of the Great Russian Writers, Dostoyevsky, Tolstoy, 
Chekhov, et al.,... and who is emotionally very inspired by Russian Orthodoxy since it is based in Roman, 
Greek, Hellenic Orthodoxy... NEVER FORGETS that States, Countries, Peoples,... have no Permanent 
Friends and Foes, act in their own (perceived) interests, and in History, Russia, not always, but also not 
infrequently, has been or acted like an actual Foe, or has been Indifferent, though at times has acted as a 
Friend too...] 


The absolutely consistent scientist always seeks to identify and correct any 
errors, but never fears the truth and the limits of his knwoowledge, nor 
does he do any individual or group any favours whatsoever (even if in the 
capacity as a non-scientist he is a fanatical supporter of, or indifferent to, 
his own inherited and or adopted group). [Tw0 P e °P le who absofutefy hate, 

FOATHE, and DETEST each other, if they both want to describe and explain a social phenomenon 
scientifically, and if they both have the ability, can TOTALLY overlook and or suppress their emotions 
and (attempt to) engage in Science. When one practices Science one MUST defeat one's Passions, or 
rather, channel them in the purely and entirely non-normative, empirically verifiable, descriptive and 
explanatory DIRECTION.] [I always like to say to my son: "one can disagree with most or even 
everything Socrates and Plato have to say, but boy-oh-boy did they POSE THE QUESTIONS, SET THE 
ISSUES for Contemplation and Discussion!!! (And how much did Aristotle and especially Thucydides put 
us on our wav to Science as the Scientific Observation of Human Affairs!!!)] 


No society whatsoever, could possibly ever have any kind of social AND 
political need for P.K.'s work seen, and having been studied, in toto. In 
fact, even professional "thinkers" almost to a Man, Woman and IT, would 
never want to go anywhere near P.K.'s thought globally understood and 
appreciated... (only "connoisseurs or experts" in the outskirts of town, on 
the fringes, at the margins,...)... and THAT will NEVER change. In other 
words, Science as Scientific Observation of Human Affairs, observes, 
describes and explains, to the extent it can, human-social phenomena, 
WITHOUT FEAR OR FAVOUR, whilst the Ideologues and or Cretins 
Propagandise their own and others' Lusts for Power over other People. 
Science qua Science is not interested in Power over other People. It is 
interested in what Is. As to the Ought , YOU WORK IT OUT! Tale of Tw0 

Untold Realities: 1) A "loony" "ex- or still Hardline Communist Journalist (A. K.) recently (June 2018) 
mentioned (obviously thinking about Mao and MacArthur) that China is adding about the size of Italy in 



population every year because... and could it be that an Analyst of, as far as I can tell, Great Intelligence 
and Wisdom, who loves his Country and People (anyone who knows both Mandarin and Russian well is 
already Streets ahead of most, if not nearly all, other Experts/Hawks ("let's get them now while there is 
still time...")) is saying the same thing, only in very different words (about Trade Opportunities, for 
instance) http://nationalinterest.org/feature/chinas-naval-expansion-no-threat- 
26150?page=show&temp-new-window-replacement=true : if we nuclear-bomb China and they lose 
600,000,000 people, and China nuclear-bombs us and we lose 150,000,000 people, then... WE HAVE 
LOST: THEREFORE: WE HAVE TO CONCEDE TERRITORY AND RULE IN OUR SPHERE OF 
INFLUENCE: ANY OTHER CHOICE IS ABSOLUTE MADNESS (cf. Mearsheimer, referred to 
somewhere else in this Site, who is obviously NOT your average Mickey Mouse Analyst). 2) Southern 
Europe (I only really care about Southern Europe, Northern Europe doesn't interest me that much...), 
Take a look at the Map of Africa. Watch the tens and hundreds of Millions MOVE. If you don't become 
EXTREMELY RACIST and VERY SOON, you won't be able to even talk about a Brown Version of 
European Cultural Continuity - and if you add Arabia and (West) Asia, it is not a question of "Goody- 
Bye", but it's a question of "See you in HELL" probably before 2050, rather than 2100. The BULLSHIT 
is going to have to STOP, YESTERDAY.... Reality is MOVING]]. 


□ Din P.K/s case, a (total) lack of recognition is a sure sign of (total) 
success. Fame would be a 

Catastrophe. [Why on ear th would anyone in his right mind seek Recognition from people he 

not only does not consider to be his people, but often inimical and or even repulsive, repugnant, 
disgusting,...?] [If P.K.'s work would be incinerated, sidelined, ignored or grossly deformed and 
misinterpreted in any social formation no matter how "free", how "liberal", how "democratic",... 
and if his work offers no solution to any problem outside of theory as the scientific observation of 
human affairs, what could possibly be the point of someone "worrying" about Recognition, Fame 
and Posterity, unless one was Incapable of Relativising Himself, Laughing at Himself and Laughing 
at the human-animal artificiality-naturalness of Himself and Others (whilst not enjoying and 
taking extreme pleasure in the (almost) exclusive knowledge gained and possessed whilst alive)?] 

□ Dlf someone is in possession of Knowledge, as a whole, known to hardly 
anyone else, and if such Knowledge cannot Serve the Group of his choice, 
wouldn't he Logically want to Keep such Knowledge for himself to Enjoy 
and Take Pleasure in Exclusively at Peace, in Quiet? |()ne of the privileges of 

belonging to The Tribe of Tribes, i.e. to The Tribe which pound for pound produced the greatest in 
Thought and Art in All the Known History of Mankind, is that after about 2,500 years of Rise, Power 
Projection and Consolidation and then a very endearing Coda of about 800 years, of which I happened to 
be at the End with Him, i.e. with the Greatest High Culture and Demotic Culture known to Mankind - or 
at least comparatively not surpassed by anyone else - one can Look at and Live the End in Defeat in the 
Satisfaction of Knowing that the Others are and will always be Barbarians, at best, but in certain 




countries of current ascendancy Ugly, Disgusting, Tribalists of the NOTHING, who will either be 
SMASHED by the Orient or by the Southern or Proximate Ape. My Heroes are so many, that I could live 
countless lives in Defeat and still have something to do. O KavTaia>vCip’dg fis Epy/vxcbvsi, 6 
KavTaKovCqvdg fie Austen Oepcbvsi. \ 


• Interpretations can land copiers and or creators in galaxies far, far 

away H°' ce °f a Spirit: "Don't let them ever take me away" ... "if they can't jump over the Hurdle, and 
then the Bar, it's better to throw it all away"...] 

• When one's World is Gone and one's Tribe is Dead, all that Remains is 

to Point the Bone , Curse and Swear,... MoDVT^oupa, OaoKstaopa,... and be, 
as Free as can be - if it were Our Time, then we wouldn't have ever 
engaged in Science, we would have wielded Power and celebrated our 
Culture in Collective Strength as Our (cultural and or racial) Ancestors 
Did. Science is for Intellectual Masturbators. Life is for the Really Truly 
Powerful. 

• AfjBr] means the End. 

• O Eotaopdc; £5i5a^£v oti p£oa orf|v T|TTa i)7iapx£i fj vua|, apK£i va xf|v £i3pr| 
q p£ \(n)xf| KaBapavKai tppoviipa fiXliyvucov... txoq £>.£u6£pou 7i£7io)aopKiip£v 

OU... ^ IIum/.ou/.pdvTTjq, 6 Ka/.|loq, 6 Ka|3u(piiq, 6 lla'j.upuq, 6 EiKcXiavoq, 6 Kai^avT^aKiiq, 6 Ev.itTTiq, 6 

£c(p£ptl(;,... K7TLcrriq (ioiiyoiiv sit; tov LocpoKlfjv, tov Aia/iiEov, EvpuriSiiv, Apicrrorpt/vTjv, ttjv 
Eancpti),... tov nivhapov Kai tov "Opijpov. Eiq ttjv t|fn)/iuv. I t:>.oq Kai tw 0£tp Aoca. Apfjv.] 
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Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or 

on this site 

overall is the product ofPanagiotis 

Kondylis's 

thought and work unless it is a faithful 

translation of something Kondylis wrote. 

Any 

conclusions drawn from something not 

written by 

Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of an 

accurate 

translation) cannot constitute the basis 

for any 

valid judgement or appreciation of 

Kondylis and 


his work. 



(This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 

mutandis, to 

any other authors and thinkers linked or 

otherwise 

referred to, on and within all of this 

website). 


[leave to kc&o, Kai pl^xo err 6 yic&o...] 

[Whether it's the Real Eye in the Sky or the State or Tribal Panopticon, Someone is Always Watching] 

[If P.K. had produced his works c. 600 A.D. when we Ruled the Oikoumene, he probably would have been thrown into the Fire] 

[In Our Age, IT is literally the Medusa, or Lernaean Hydra, which every time you think you're slaying it, [in the Real World, not in Theory - in 
Theory you can Win until the Cows Come Home, but hardly anyone else will ever notice or hear about it), it pops up again in the same or 
another form. It literally Appears Everywhere - in some form or another. And when our Age is Over, and IT finally DIES, we shall already be 
GONE, or we shall GO DOWN with IT. That's why the "If you can't beat them, join them" saying is so powerful. That's why people who often 
know about IT, simply do join them, or decide to tend to their chickens, goats, garden - my Ancient Ancestors even, kind of, foresaw their 
survival and arrival again - but the slaying will belong to others. We are too far GONE. And even if you enjoy some "recognition or fame", it 
will only be for the purpose of being a further SmokeScreen, Pawn, "Holocaust" in ITS games of Power and Control] 

[When the Devil goes into battle with the Devil, the Devil wins...] 

[The Inability to Wield Real Power, Frees the Conscience to Seek, not Make, the Truth] 

[Tribal Warriors! Attention! You and your Tribe are going to Die TOO!] 

[If the long-term, century-long or more Strategy or Plan of, and Patience for, National Independence, Consolidation, Development and Power 
Projection initiated by Mao and Boosted by Deng et al. is Pulled Off, then World History will Record who the Greatest Leaders of all time 

were, and which the Greatest Nation.] 

[In the event that there is no Greatest Nation of All Time, quite possibly, the Monkey, the Ape and the Gorilla will make a HUGE COMEBACK!] 

[The Actions and Reactions of the Christian Churches in Recent Times Tell ME that they are Preparing, Paving the Way for 
the Ascension of the Ape and the Kingdom of Darkness. The Flea also Knows that even if they do finally Build their Temple, it 


will be SWATTED too.] 



WARNING: 


THIS PAGE MUST NOT BE READ UNLESS ALL OF P.K.'s TEXTS HAVE BEEN 
STUDIED FIRST (AND UNDERSTOOD) IN DETAIL!!! 

THIS PAGE CONTAINS MATERIAL WHICH MANY PEOPLE WILL 
VEHEMENTLY DISAGREE WITH, WHILST ENGAGING THROUGHOUT IN 
LITERATURE AND SATIRE INSPIRED BY JUVENAL AND METHINKS 
ARISTOPHANES TOO. 

THE PURPOSE OF THE PAGE IS TO ENCOURAGE CRITICAL THINKING IN 
THE FULL SENSE OF THE TERM, AND NOT IN A SHALLOW UNILATERAL 
WAY TO MAKE ONE FEEL GOOD ABOUT ONESELF - APART FROM 
CONVEYING LITERARY PLEASURE TO THE LEARNED READER AND 
GETTING READERS TO LAUGH AND HOPEFULLY NOT CRY VERY MUCH, 
INDEED. 

NO CHANGE TO THE CURRENT STATE OF AFFAIRS IS BEING 
PROGRAMMATICALLY, POLITICALLY-IDEOLOGICALLY AND 
INTENTIONALLY PROPOSED, 

ALTHOUGH THERE ARE EXPRESSIONS OF LIKES AND DISLIKES, VALUES AND ANTI-VALUES, 
PREFERENCES AND DISGUST. 

NO KIND OF (LET ALONE "HIGH") READERSHIP IS SOUGHT, NOR ANY KIND OF FOLLOWERS, 
SUPPORTERS, ADHERENTS, ET AL.. THIS SITE, INCLUDING THIS PAGE, IS ONLY FOR THE 
EXCEEDINGLY SMALL COMMUNITY OF PEOPLE, INDIVIDUALS, WHO ARE CAPABLE OF THINKING 
TO THE LOGICAL AND EMPIRICAL END POINTS OF HUMAN THOUGHT IN THE HUMANITIES OR 
SOCIAL SCIENCES ("PHILOSOPHY"). SOME OR EVEN MANY THINGS WRITTEN ON OR ATTACHED TO 
THIS PAGE COULD WELL BE WRONG. IT'S UP TO THE READER TO IDENTIFY THE ERRORS. 

THE TRANSLATOR EMPHASISES THAT HE WISHES ALL PEOPLE EVERYWHERE THAT THEY BE 
WELL AND AS CONTENT AS POSSIBLE. 


Hay golpes en la vida, tan fuertes... ;Yo no se!" is a line from a poem that applies to all 
humans everywhere, written by one of the 20th century's greatest poets, and I feel very 





proud to refer to him, given that I have travelled emotionally with his poetry for a 
number of decades now! 

DO NOT CONTINUE READING IF YOU CANNOT HANDLE VERY STRONG 
ARGUMENTATION AGAINST VALUES YOU MIGHT HOLD DEAR. 

[Whilst I fully understand (inch as an ex-barrister), respect and abide by all legal 
definitions of "racism", "sexism", "anti-x, y, z -ism", "discrimination", "equality", "hate", 
"marriage", "refugee", etc.,... in accordance with each and every jurisdiction in which 
such definitions are enforced and apply to me, as a "philosopher" I have a duty to my 
conscience and ultimately to the "spirit of Socrates" to conceptually-scientifically clarify 
any terms I choose to clarify (there are many key terms in relation to which I do not 
always make clear distinctions as to differentia specifica (e.g. race, people, ethnos, 
nation, tribe, clan,...) because I have neither the time nor the patience, and because such 
definitions are (like most concepts) prone to situation-specific (historical) variance, but 
not the (near) total changing of content, in any event,... though I do distinguish fairly 
clearly between (social) "democracy", "socialism", "conservatism", "liberalism", 
"feudalism", "capitalism", "mass society", (Western) "mass democracy", "communism", 
"fascism", "national socialism", etc.,...). Also: I know what's done is done, that there is no 
turning back, and that the future belongs to others, as does the now. I know all that. 
Fully, Totally, Absolutely. It doesn't mean 1 shall ever like it, or can do anything about 
it...] 

[EVERYONE SHOULD AND MUST ABIDE BY THE 

LAW!!!] 

[AND NEVER FORGET: SCIENCE (SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION) QUA (AS) SCIENCE 
COULDN'T CARE LESS ABOUT, AND IS ALWAYS, ABSOLUTELY, COMPLETELY, 
ENTIRELY, WHOLLY AND TOTALLY INDIFFERENT TO... GENOCIDE, AUTOGENOCIDE, 
EXTINCTION, (forms of) HUMAN SACRIFICE, CANNIBALISM, CONQUERING, SLAVERY, 
OPPRESSION, (SUPER)EXPLOITATION, TORTURE, DISCRIMINATION, DESECRATION, 
OBFUSCATION, IDEOLOGISATION, CONFLICT, WAR, ECSTASY, JOY, PLEASURE, 
HEDONISM, CO-OPERATION, PEACE, BEAUTY/UGLINESS, (forms of) POWER 
CRYSTALLISATION AND CONCENTRATION,... etc., etc., etc.,... SCIENCE (AS SCIENTIFIC 
THEORY), STRICTLY SPEAKING, ONLY HAS ONE TASK WITH TWO PARTS: (LOGICALLY 
CONSISTENT AND FACTUALLY INCLUSIVE) DESCRIPTION AND EXPLANATION OF 
REALITY (TO THE EXTENT POSSIBLE)...] 




Take care, 


IF YOU DO READ, STUDY AND 
UNDERSTAND 

KONDYLIS'S TEXTS FIRST IN TOTO. AND 

THEN READ THIS PAGE, YOU MIGHT, 

WILL 

PROBABLY or DEFINITELY WILL FIND 

THAT 

(NEARLY) EVERYTHING or MOST or SOME 

or 

(NEARLY) NONE OF WHAT 
IS WRITTEN ON 

THIS PAGE AND ELSEWHERE WITHIN 

THIS SITE WHICH IS NOT BY P.K. 

IS (TOTALLY 

AND ABSOL UTEL Y) WRONG!!! 


Disclaimer: 




Nothing within this page or on this 
site 

overall is the product of Panagiotis 

Kondylis's thought and work 
unless it is 

a faithful translation of 
something 

Kondylis wrote . Any conclusions 
drawn 

from something not written by 

Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of 
an 

accurate translation) cannot 
constitute 

the basis for any valid judgement 
or 

appreciation of Kondylis and his 
work. 


(This disclaimer also applies , 
mutatis 



mutandis, to an y other 

authors and 

thinkers linked or 
otherwise referred to, 
on 

and within all of this 
website). 

IF YOU WANT TO READ 

KONDYLIS, AS 
YOU SHOULD, 

DON'T WASTE YOUR TIME 


READING THIS PAGE!!! 


IF YOU ARE A RETARD. OR. CANNOT 

ACCEPT THE fSEARCH FOR THE 
EMPIRICAL/LOGICALLY CONSISTENT 

CONCEPTUAL! TRUTH. OR. CANNOT 

ACCEPT 

THAT DIFFERENT PEOPLE HAVE 
DIFFERENT VALUES AND OR DIFFERENT 

TASTES-THEN LEAVE THIS 

PAGE 

AND 

THIS SITE IMMEDIATELY!!! 

(The fact that you place even the slightest weight on my comments, and 
not all weight on P.K. 's writings, indicates to me that you have not 
understood, and are probably not capable of understanding, anything of 
scientific value...) 


Introductory Thoughts 














There can be no (extreme) Love and Identity without (an Object 
of) (extreme) Hate and Counter-Identity. 


Culture depends Absolutely (but not only) on Nature. Nature does 
not need Culture. 

Without Evil and Satan (Personified) on this Earth, there can be 
no Light. 


The Bubble around the Slogan “Love Everyone” succeeds in 
concealing the Tangible Interests in Money and or other forms of 
Power puffing up the Bubble. All Bubbles, eventually, BURST. 

Appearance is the Excuse for, and Veil of, Presence (Controlling, 
Dominating and Grabbing). 


If Someone is being Nice to you, you’d better make sure they’re 
not targeting or cheating you. 

The expectation that a THAT must be an “anti-THIS” is a sign a) 
of extremely limited ability in cognition, or b) someone Sinister is 
doing some fairly Vicious Content Control. 

If you don’t like what you are watching, hearing, reading,... do 
something you like far away from those faces, voices, words. 

You wanted a Dead (Christian) God, an Industrial (and French) 
Revolution, Massification, Atomisation and Urbanisation 
(Secularisation) (“Reason, Science, Humanism and Progress”) - 
so you GOT what you DESERVE. 


There can be no "real” Appreciation of Beauty without Full 
Immersion in 



Ugliness. 


Answering ALL QUESTIONS that don’t let you sleep or rest, 
means you have Defeated IT. 

Human Life, i.e. Restraint, allows not Absolute Freedom ever. 
Relative Freedom belongs to him who can above all else, 
especially above Recognition and Fame, set his Spirit (Intellect 
and Emotions) Free. 

DEVIL’S REPLY 

“Even if things are as you say they are, what alternative do you 
have to propose that is practicable, fair and better?” 

COUNTER-REPLY 

Kondylis, Thucydides, Homer. Assured, Others will Think and DO differently - sooner or 

later, even if much later and or not those who are Expected...] 


Please do not draw any (hasty) conclusions from a few phrases or excerpts on this 
page, if you do read it. I can assure readers that if you read all, or most, of this 
page carefully, I am NOT advocating any Normative-Political Programme, Course 
of Action,... [and when I do, e.g. inadvertently or implicitly, I am scientifically in 
error and being carried away by my Emotions, Tastes, Preferences, 

Prejudices,...]... but rather I am trying to understand present-day Western society, 
whilst also taking into account my own preferences, likes/ dislikes, life history, 
identity (identities), etc.. I am not a politician, and it is for the politicians along 
with the people, and peoples, and other interest groups, to steer every 
community, region, country, state, nation, "humanity" etc., to wherever "they are 
going". Personally, I have had productive and meaningful encounters, friendships, 




relationships,... with people from all walks of life and mean no harm to anyone or 
any group. However, Reality is Reality, and Reality, "the truth", will be told,... to 
the extent we can know it... and always with a will and a thirst and a hunger to 
identify and correct any errors... and some or many people WILL be "offended"... 
but creating an intellectual environment, as it were, for challenging thought and 
challenged reflection is one of the most effective ways of both Facing Facts fin 
toto. not selectively) and Escaping, albeit only temporarily, from Ideology ... 


In other words: when we are defending and promoting the Values (Norms, Rules, 
Laws,...) we believe are Best in order to ensure the greatest possible degree of 
Social Cohesion and Social Order (even if Imagined as Utopia), along with the 
concomitant Social Disciplining, we are doing what nearly everyone does, to a 
great or lesser extent, in all spheres and at all levels of Life (i.e. engaging in 
Polemics against our (perceived) Foes (Enemies) based on some kind of 
Normative Value-Bias we Uphold and Support (often up to (nearly) "at all costs", 
since our very Identity is tied up in such Normative Value-Bias)). When, however, 
the Goal is Science, i.e. the Observation (Description, Explanation) of Human 
Affairs, in the strictest possible sense, we MUST be Value-Neutral or Value-Free in 
the sense of non-Normative and have as our Single and Permanent Guide 
Empirical Reality/Verification and Absolute Logical Consistency (as well as the 
ability to put our Guide to use, e.g. in identifying Causalities, Regularities, etc., etc., 
etc.) (i.e. we are engaged in Polemics against all Normatively Value-Biassed 
Positions). I, for instance, politically might be somewhere between Leonidas and 
Pericles, i.e. between the Old Left and the New (or "Alt-") Right, but as a social 
scientist, I fully understand that just as valid a Proposal for Society is any 
Combination of Values different to my Values, no matter what shape or form they 
come in, or with what content (e.g. Society as an "Open Rainbow Society" where 
the Great Majority or Everyone is Gay, Trans, Fluid, Coloured, in Love with Blacks, 
Muslims and Jews (who "just happen” to hold at least 80% of all Elite Positions of 
"soft", "hard" or any other kind of significant Power), Drug-Addicted, full of 
Tattoos and Piercings, Sick with S.T.D.s, without Borders of any kind 
whatsoever,... or,... e.g. a "Closed White Society" which is "Fully and Purely" White, 
without Miscegenation, Mongrels, Negroes, Homosexuals, Mohammedans, 





Hebrews, and has Fully Sealed Borders and is a "Homogen(e)ous" Tribal 
Homeland, hitherto Unknown in Human History,... and which has No Hesitation in 
using Mass State Violence Against whomever and whatever it considers to be the 
Other and or a Threat,... etc., etc., etc.,... )... If such Societies ever came into 
existence, then the Social Scientist, irrespective of his Values at a personal level, 
would have to examine, apart from what these Societies respectively Are and how 
they got There, inter alia: a) what such societies' respective Values and main 
Modes of Social Disciplining, Dominant and Opposing Ideologies,... are, and, b) to 
what extent such Societies achieve Social Coherence and Social Order. A Social 
Scientist could also, if he wanted to, consider the Future Prospects of such 
Societies... but more as form and possibilities than as specific predictions of 
future Events and Happenings... Furthermore, a True Social Scientist (i.e. 

Observer of Human Affairs) in the Complete Sense of the Term, Kondylis (not Me), 
would Refrain Absolutely and Completely from Insinuations not Commensurate 
with Reality (Facts), and would always seek to use as ideology-free terminology as 
is humanly possible... (and won't, on occasion, get carried away by his emotions, 
including jealousy of more successful Tribes than his own...)... 


[If the ruminations on this "Translator’s Page" have any value, it is to show 
explicitly the difference in level, content, comprehensiveness, depth,... of analysis, and in 
style, of Kondylis compared to someone of average ability trying to be “smart” like a 
typical “blogger”, for instance... the chasm, the gulf is truly VAST, but it might be 
worth exploring in the constant struggle for self-improvement before mortality has the 
final say... 

This Page probably should be of greatest interest to my son, my stepdaughters and 
other young(ish) (wo)men of (mixed) Greek descent of the Diaspora... Here, we are 
(notionally-didactically) vulgarising, simplifying, "crudifying" (always compared to 
Kondylis and the Highest Humanly Possible Standard), in order to Slav the Five (5) 
Main Holy Cows (Dragons or Daemons) of Western Mass Democracy (Women 

(Females), Negroes (Blacks), Homosexuals ("Degenerates", Deviants or "the Mentally 

Ill", seen subjectively and in part objectively), Mohammedans (Muslims), Jews 

(Hebrews, Israelites)), i.e. "misogyny", "racism", "homophobia", "Islamophobia" and 

"anti-Semitism" are to be scientifically-conceptually DE-CONSTRUCTED (Ha! Ha! 
Ha!) and Thought Sent in the Right Descriptive and Explanatory Direction WITHOUT 
PROMOTING ANY (SPECIFIC PARTY-POLITICAL) NORMATIVE 
PROGRAMME whatsoever... and SO WE CAN SIT OUTSIDE OF FALSE 








CONSCIOUSNESS/IDEOLOGY... whilst fully recognising that a society can choose to 
treat the aforesaid Five Holy Cows in terms of "equality", "affirmative action", "not to 
be talked about except in a "good and sympathetic" light" as if they are "special" kinds 
of hypostatised, or "deified", "untouchable", humans, who never self-interestedly seek, 
obtain and wield Power,... and should never ever be criticised, because x,y and z has 
happened to them (as if x,y and z hasn't happened in one form or another to those who 
are being prohibited, controlled, censored, even gaoled,...),... etc., etc., etc.,... and "sees" 
sex, colour, religion,... only where it wants to, and as it suits a particular ideological- 
normative programme with clear content-laden and value-biassed demarcations 
between friend/foe, love/hate,... in orgies of Power Claims and Lust for Power (control 
of entry into and continuing participation in Elite Circles)... (as all societies do)... if 
that's what a particular society wants and or is made to do... If there will not be Hellenic 
or Helleno-Roman Supremacism, then there will be another Supremacism, vice versa, 
etc., etc., etc.,... Value-free, non-normative, objective, scientific thought and observation 
(description and explanation) is neither Right-Wing, Left-Wing, Centre(-Wing), 
Hellenic, Hebraic, (Black) African, Homosexual, Mohammedan, White (Germanic, 
English, French,...), Christian, Asian (Yellow, Brown), Hindu (Buddhist), Animistic, 
Latin American, Ideological (Theological, Metaphysical,...), Heterosexual, Male and 
certainly not Female... It is what it is (as an outwardly very attractive young lady of a 
Mediterranean gene pool and of the "world's oldest Profession" once told me...) - This 
Page was Written mostly c. December 2017 based on Thoughts had and entertained 
over the previous decade or so... any interest in Greek (Hellenic, Helleno-Roman) Power 
and Survival is based on "Existential Bonds", and once brought up, moves thinking into 
the Normative Field, and Away from Absolutely Consistent and Dispassionate 
Observation, Description, Explanation, Science,... BUT always with the intention of 
being Realistic and to not Leave or Abandon Absolute Realism in order to Move in the 
Stratospheres of Ideological and Utopian Thinking, Utopianism, Utopia,... Cretinism, 
Moronism, Imbecility, Stupidity, Folly, Lunacy, Madness, Idiocy, Intellectual Disability, 
Mental Deficiency and Retardation = Retardism... False Consciousness/Ideology... Any 
cultural "critique" or expression of aesthetic likes/dislikes is of course purely subjective 
in the sense of "a matter of taste", as ultimately ALL VALUES are...] 

It's so easy to lapse into Normativism, one's own Identity, Cultural and Aesthetic 
Preferences, Prejudice, Misrepresentation, Error,... Fantasies of Power,... In 
fact, it's Natural... [if there are errors, as most certainly there are, then they'll 
need to be identified and corrected...] 


Translators Plea for Clemency: 

“I’m entitled to, i.e. I grant myself, some Entlastung too!” 


Dedicated to my Parents , with Respect: 


"You can uproot the Flesh, but You cannot uproot the Spirit 
with 

Strong , Long Roots"... 

"The Ithacan and the Florentine demonstrated the Greatest 
Love (End 

Point) that Gives Meaning (Home): npoyovoi, 
Progenitori, narpiq, 

Patna”. 


H qoir/ia (tovq) otjpaivsi ini sits dsv as diafiaCsi Kavsiq, sirs as Sia/hifovv Kai Ssv 
tjpnopovv, Ssv Svvavrat va dnavTijaovv, SKvdq dv Os/.ovv vd tpavovv ys/.oiot, Kai sv yvcbasi 
rovq, Ssv... 

A social phenomenon (e.g. power crystallisations) may be of no or little (macro-historical) 
causal significance, yet it might provoke outrage, revulsion or even (aggressive) Disgust. 

No-one is Usually to Blame, particularly for a Collective (Group, Tribe, Nation,...) and 
probably not always so often in the case of the (mature) individual, for one's State or for 
where one Ends Up (until the next Change or Death), other or more than One Self. 

Never Forget: As to Content, there is NO set formula. A human society will have people of 
some kind of mix of race(s) (and ethnicity-ethnicities), relatively homogeneous to relatively 
heterogeneous. Human societies hitherto have been usually divided roughly evenly 
between men and women, but that can change, particularly if technology allows for 
reproduction regardless of the sexual composition as to distribution of the society in 
question. History Teaches: Values are Relative - Human Sacrifice, Cannibalism, Mass 
Killing up to Ethnocide and Genocide, Torture, Corporal Punishment, Stoning, (mass) 
Rape, certain forms of Incest, sexual intercourse between adults and adolescents, the 
treatment of wives and daughters as chattels, hunger, starvation, mass death through the 
spread of disease, having 10 or even 20 children per couple (but with relatively high infant 
mortality), having no child, very few divorces to relatively few traditional marriages, "same 
sex marriage”, "poofter" bashing and or imprisonment and or execution, or homosexual 
activism and parades in full public view and the promotion of “degeneracy” to very young 
children in schools, Slavery, Wage Slavery, Serfdom, Super-Exploitation, relatively strictly 
separate but interacting in certain roles social classes (e.g. belonging to an Oikos or 


Estate), home duties (and work outside of the home) for women, child labour, Conquering, 
Humans as Exhibits in Circuses, Potential or Actual (steps towards) Auto- 
Genocide, deification and mythologisation up to ignorance or vilification of one's 
ancestors and collective history, believing in Spirits, God(s), Equality and other such 
Phantasms, Inanities and Fairy Tales; having amongst one's nation's elites, elites and 
billionaires who are grossly disproportionately of a particular very small minority religion 
and ethnic group/race; imprisoning people for engaging in a "distasteful" joke, or even 
speaking their mind; millions and millions and millions watching Television and buying, 
consuming "Junk"; living with a sense of Honour and Shame (= relatively stronger 
collective consciousness), or living for the "freedom" to please one's senses and impulses 
(and or even mind) without any or few inhibitions (= relatively stronger individualistic 
consciousness) - though matters aren't that simple given e.g. that in a massified and 
atomised society great "Shame" can attach to those deemed to be engaged in "Evil", etc.; 
living to 80 or 90 or 100 years old based on taking 20 pills per day for the last 20 to 50 
years of one's life; zero, one, two or dozens and dozens and dozens of sex partners, the 
continual popping of pills to treat all ills, massive Linguistic and or more general Cultural 
(relative) Continuity-Homogeneity and or (relative) Change-Heterogeneity, specific forms 
of various kinds of Individual and or Group (relative) Discrimination and or (relative) 
Inclusion; living nomadically, living in caves, villages and towns in the country, living in 
massive cities,... etc., etc., etc.,... can all seem NORMAL (even as an exception) to different 
peoples in different epochs. Human Societies and History OWE ABSOLUTELY 
NOTHING TO ANYONE. Humans, as (varying) Groups and as (varying in Roles) 
Individuals, Act and React, with various elements of Hierarchy and various elements of 
Equality . Ultimately, it's all up to Human Inter-Action (incl. weaponised Ideas as 
Ideologies up to physical violence) and Humans' relationship with Nature. And: 
Today's Victors, WILL BE Tomorrow's Vanquished - whether that happens 
Sooner or (much, much, much...) Later... 

[Kondylis refers to Tonnies and a psychological understanding of the existence of 
enmity (and identity) incl. in relation to "alienness (strangeness)", "anger", "hate", 
"fear" and "disgust" etc., with the ideology of "community" eventually overcoming 
"society" in a philosophy of history which cannot accept a non-normative value-neutral, 
eschatology-neutral, social-ontological understanding of society and identity, since its 
Telos as a variation on a particular Utopia/Fantasy/Phantasm/Ideology, and "alienness 
(strangeness)", "anger", "hate", "fear" and "disgust" etc. are phenomena 
which manifest themselves on all sides, even though such a psychological 
understanding does not want to admit so, and because it wants to be in control 
and wield (forms of) Power... at S. 293-294, Das Politische und der Mens eh (= 
pp. 567-570, The Political and Man). It is very interesting to note who are some 
of the main proponents of variations of the Tonniesian "view of the world" 
throughout the 20th century until today (particularly in relation to the centre 



of English-speaking Dominance and Power Projection), which ultimately is a 
variation of the ancient Religion which, inter alia, informs Christianity, 
Mohammedanism, "Social Justice" movements - all, of various kinds, shades, 
nuances, differentiations,... depending on the Situation and Correlation of 
Forces on each and every respective occasion (Tonnies's actual social-ethical 
inspiration is dealt with in Konig, R., „Die Begriffe Gesellschaft und Gemeinschaft 
bei Ferdinand Tonnies“, p. 373, in Zs.fiir Soziologie u. Sozialpsychologie 1 (1955), pp. 
348-420). Also very interesting is that sociometrics/sociometry took from 
formal sociology the notion of "association/dissociation" and "christened" it 
"attraction/repulsion" in order to place an emphasis on "love and hate" and 
thus disappoint v. Wiese, who correctly saw that the psychologisation of social 
theory sidelines what happens between people in favour of what is going 
on in people, and in the process, there would be a neglecting of "acts" and 
"situations" [which to me = analyses more prone to ideologisation, mono¬ 
causation, one's own power-claim concealment,... and of course... Retardism... 
or Tribalism for Me, but not for Thee... i.e. he who defends the status quo, 
because he himself and or his group gains from it, or criticises the status quo, 
because he himself and or his group is losing from it, paint reality as a battle 
between "Good and Evil", "Love and Hate", and of "deficient and or 
repressed etc. psychological states of mind", etc.,... when the consistent and 
prescient observer of human affairs knows that whilst social reality is, inter 
alia, exactly that, "Good and Evil", "Love and Hate" cannot exist without 
each other, and that different individuals and groups interpret them 
differently according to (Meaning-Understanding,) Identity and Power] (The 
"labyrinth of love and hate" is simply sociometry's vulgarisation (and 
psychological orientation) in respect of formal sociology's association and 
dissociation, which in terms of social-human theory, correctly focused on 
action and situations between humans rather than, as already mentioned, 
psychological states of mind) (see Das Politische und der Mensch , S. 297 = pp. 
576-577, The Political and Man ) [[this of course conveniently ties into the ideology of 

“Western mass democracy is not only going to last forever, but will also always get 
better with more Diversity and Equality” bullshit, and other lobotomised inanities...]].] 

[Cf. loc. cit., S. 302 = p. 586 = the (peaceful) conflict "the system" can accept is 
that whose outcome is accepted by all sides, i.e. (me, not Kondylis =) Western 
mass democracies "need to crack down" just as much on "extreme" white or 
even not so white "nationalists" or even national (ethno-)patriots, as they do 
upon Sharia Law and Caliphate advocates and warriors, whilst in an albeit 
uneven-handed manner leaving room for "multi-culturalism's diversity" and 
common law or constitutional "freedom of expression" and other "liberties"... 
[= potentially, a "system" in (very deep) crisis]] ["If one did not know the 



political preferences of the theoreticians of the “open” system, then one would have to 
be surprised why they covered up and clouded such serious shortcomings with a 
disproportionally strong self-consciousness, and in particular they celebrated the 
(limited or qualified) rehabilitation of conflict as an important and significant 
theoretical renewal." (loc. cit., S. 303 = pp. 587-588). I wonder what that means, I wonder 
to whom the author is referring? HahahahaHa!!!] [The Argument could be made, not 
without foundation, that partially and GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY Tribally 
led Western societies of recent decades, on the back of many, many, many decades of 
Super-Exploitation of indigenous Whites and Coolies, Browns, Yellows, Blacks,... have 
provided material well-being on a mass scale hitherto unknown in human history, and 
this could be proffered as an argument in favour of continued GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE Tribal involvement amongst the Elites, i.e. that The Tribe, is 
GOOD for us, so to speak... the way Reality works though is - and history teaches as 
much - right at this minute the Heterogony of Ends is AT WORK, and either through 
internal to the "system" convulsions and or Geo-Political Happenings and or 
Technological Change and or further mass invasions,... Western mass 
democracies, either in 50 or 500 or in 5,000 (highly unlikely!) years, as the 
case may be, will CHANGE, and certain Tribal Warriors of a certain Tribe - 
in fact, perhaps all of the, for many, Aesthetically Repellent - Collectively 
Seen, as a totally Subjective Matter of Taste - Tribe, will get what they or it 
'' DESER VE(S)"...] 
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INTUSTICE! 


Given that Reinhart Koselleck, talking about (his student] Kondylis (who 


dedicated Conservatism ( Konservativismus ) to Conze) after 

Kondylis's death, thought of Werner Conze as "our common teacher in social 
history" [1], and if one begins to read some of Conze's historical-scientific 
work, it becomes patently clear that someone's scientific life work cannot be 
judged (exclusively or even primarily) based on what regime someone lived 
under (for a certain period of time) and what regime, along with its 
ideological programmes and policies, he may or may not have supported, and 
whether he served in a particular Army as he had to and as his Fatherland, 
rightly or wrongly, called upon him to do so, as was the case with other 
Imperialist and Middle and Minor Powers of the time, or whether he may or 
may not have made errors in some of his historical studies (he was a human 
after all)! If Reinhart Koselleck is one of the greatest or most important 
historians of the 20th century, which obviously he is, based on his historical- 
scientific work, and notwithstanding some more than questionable theses(!), 
then Werner Conze is arguably the GREATEST historian of the 20th century 
only for his substantial involvement in the Geschichtliche Grundhegriffe. 
Historisches Lexikon zur politisch-sozialen Sprache in Deutschland (macro- 
historical interdisciplinary approach with an emphasis on a number of (all 
relevant) social (sociological) factors combining-interacting with politics in 
accordance with the concrete situation; the actual practice of the founding and 
distinguishing of a concept vis-a-vis content, other concepts and different 
understandings across or even at the same time (regardless of whether the 
initial impetus for the "modern application" of such an approach came from 


Koselleck j n a (Heideggerian/ontology-inspired) critique of 

historicism (finality, man/woman, master/slave, 

parent(s)/child(ren), "inner/outer" geopolitical 
concepts) or - Schmitt or..., etc.) [2], and his positive influence overall on 


the historical science practised by Koselleck and Kondylis. (Both of my 
grandfathers, whom I never met, were murdered by or died because of the 



regime in question and one of my great-grandfathers died in the World War 
prior to the regime in question because of certain countries' imperialism, and 
my other direct ancestors, whom I also never met, were all extremely 
adversely affected (including hunger, illness, extreme pauperisation, etc.), and 
died prematurely, like millions and millions and millions of other Europeans 
in the 20th century, but that does not preclude me from judging 
scholarship as scholarship). [Something similar applies to the great Otto 
Brunner as well!] ENOUGH IS ENOUGH! END OF STORY. 


[1] Reinhart Koselleck, «Il(xvocYi(oTr|^ KovSuAr|<;», speech given by Koselleck, 20 November 2000, at the Goethe- 
Institut, Athens, Greece, translated from German into Greek by Kostas Koutsourelis in: KovSuAr|c; 
navayiwTric;, MeXayxoMa kcu HoXsiUKr). Aokl/uloi kcu MeXETijixara, ©EpeAio, A0r|va, 2002, p. 16. The German text is 
Reinhart Koselleck: "Kondylis' Beitrage zu den "Geschichtlichen Grundbegriffen" [= Kondylis's contribution to the 
"Basic Historical Concepts"]", S. 1-14 (without the speech's opening words/paragraph] in Horst, Falk (Hg.): Panajotis 
Kondylis - Aufklarer ohne Mission. Aufsatze und Essays. Berlin: Akademie-Verlag (Juli) 2007, xi+198 S., which states in 
the footnote on p. 1 that the speech was given in the Autumn of 1998, almost immediately after Kondylis's death, not 
in 2000 - unless of course the speech was given twice. 

[2] A very good introduction or point of orientation regarding Koselleck et al. for English-language readers is: Ms 
Malin Dahlstrom, review of Olsen Niklas, History in the Plural: An Introduction to the Work of Reinhart Koselleck, 
(review no. 1276] http://www.historv.ac.uk/reviews/review/1276?temp-new-window-replacement=true 


(Another example: Yasujiro Ozu participated militarily as a conscript in the Japanese 
occupation of China, from 1937 to 1939. Who knows what crimes, atrocities and 
abominations he may or may not have witnessed, turned a blind eye to, or even 
participated in? Whatever the truth, what relevance could his military service possibly 
have in relation to, in my opinion - and not only in my opinion - cinema's greatest artist 
and most emotionally sensitive story teller, particularly of the family drama or saga?)... 
(Are we going to judge fames Stewart the actor, who played in some of the greatest 
movies of 20th century America, as a "bad actor" because he served his country, in what 
to me seems absolutely inexcusably, in Vietnam, a country I have a strong personal bond 
with and great affection for, when Stewart was in his late 50s and obviously did not 
have to?)... Does one's opinion of Karl Marx (and Engels) diminish as to their points of 
analytical greatness just because they supported the English-French Imperialist 
Occupation of Piraeus (bringing with it the deaths of some 3,000 Greeks from 
Imperialist Troop Cholera) or were silent about Holocausts by Turks against Cretan- 
Greek and other Balkan peoples in their Resistance to Mohammedan-Ottoman 
Occupation, and were explicitly anti-Hellene (anti-Russian, anti-Balkan/Orthodox and 
pro-Ottoman as allies of "progressive" English Imperialism) from the time of the 
Crimean War c. 1854 (in e.g. articles written for The New York Daily TribuneV- 
Obviously not... [interestingly c. 1890, Kautsky, Bernstein and Luxemburg were against Liebknecht's 
Marx-Engels German S.P.D. and Bismarckian pro-Turkish anti-Hellenic, anti-Balkan/ Orthodox/Russian 
stance... Marx and Engels (post Crimean War] wrongly attributed 1821-1830 solely to Greek bourgeois- 
commercial and foreign (English/French/Russian] elements, and downplayed or totally ignored the role 
of Greek peasants both as oppressed, at least at times, by, and as fighters against, Ottomanism... owing to 
Marx and Engel's rather silly over-simplistic, at least in some respects, economism and almost stupid 
"Progressive" Philosophy of History... the Marxistic(-Gellnerian)-Hobsbawmian view of nations arising 
front the development of an internal unifying market and bourgeoisie post or not long before Westphalia, 
can form the basis for a definition of "nation", but ultimately is almost moronic, given that (at least 
aspects of) Jewish, Greek, Han-Chinese, Japanese, Korean, Vietnamese, Hindu, French, Germanic, Italic, 
Hispanic, English etc. civilisation and related peoples, tribes, clans,... existed up to many centuries and 
even millennia before the modern nation as nation-state... and without such "pre-national" civilisational 



and racial, ethnic, ethnological, religious, cultural,... pre-existence, there could never have been "nations" 
in the first place... when Greeks united against Trojans or Persians, or held Olympic Games only for 
Greeks, does that not suggest a "nation' broadly defined (notwithstanding Civil Wars and "going 
Barbarian"]? Similar things can be said about many other civilisations and peoples... I personally don't 
agree with Marx's view that Jews were not a nation because in the 19th century they did not have their 
own territory and one language, but were scattered and unified only by religion. Their religion and at 
least in part cultural and or racial distinctness as separateness made them exactly what, jf e.g. at that 

time a Frenchman or German was mainly white and Catholic (or Protestant), as the case 
may be, or a Han Chinaman was (descended) from Han Chinamen with Han Chinese 
linguistic, dialectic and other cultural characteristics, vis-a-vis someone non-jewish? Of course, 
any individuals or groups of individuals can assimilate into other and or host cultures voluntarily and or 
by coercion, but some sort of distinctness can also be maintained over many generations. With definitions 
one can "muck around until the cows come home"... sometimes different definitions apply to the same 
concept, for good or ill, and if for ill, well, that's the way of people, including scholars... that does not mean 
though that one should not try to be clear as to what one is talking about... front Luxemburg to Lenin to 
Mao and the peasants and national liberation... jump forward a few decades or about a century or so, 
hardly no peasants, or proletarians, left in the West... and hardly no West left, comparatively speaking...] 


"...in particular , Weber seems to me above all to be a 
lofty example ofintellectual(-spiritual) ethos , grounded 

in a passion for the truth, even when its 
price is psychologically high, because it 
means the detachment from every hope 
fed by illusions". 


"... The concrete causes and more precise 
circumstances of these vacillations (fluctuations), and 
endangering of political friendship, to be investigated, 
are though, the matter of history and sociology, and 



this matter has; as is known , also occupied the historian 
and sociologist Aristotle". 


"In the transition from the liberalism of the 19th century to the mass 

democracy of the 20th century, western societies evade this tug of war 
as 

follows: mass democracy relies on mass production and mass 

consumption, that is, domination over Nature has reached a point that 
an 

unprecedented in human history overcoming of the shortage of goods is 
ensured (safeguarded). This overcoming blunts the problem of 

distribution in its old elemental sense and correspondingly permits a 
most 

significant slackening in the sector of values, where indeed pluralism 

constitutes a stance which directly assists the consumerist appetite of 
the 

masses and corresponds, at the ideational level, with the diversity of 
supply at the material level; consumption becomes a value and values 
become consumer goods. However, such an ending of the European New 
Times does not at all mean the finding of a conclusive equilibrium. As 
mass democracy becomes a planetary social formation, uprooting 

traditional hierarchies in the extra-Western realm as well, and 
converting 

billions of people into impatient consumers, the problem of distribution 
is 


broadened and sharpened (exacerbated), and indeed in circumstances 
of 



a serious demographic and ecological encumbrance (on the planet). The 
planetary expansion of mass democracy means of course further 
expansion of the pantheon or rather the pandemonium of values, but at 
the same time the struggles over distribution impose a recourse to 
symbolic weapons, that is, the limitation of value pluralism. World 
pluralism is only guaranteed by world felicity (pluralism is the ideology 
of satiated felicity: the hungry do not respect the values of those who are 
satiated), but this (world felicity), to an extreme (a sufficient) degree, is 
impossible. The 21st century will be a century of clashes between 
planetary Titans and Giants. 

Thus, whether European values will be absorbed by world pluralism or 
whether a new shortage of goods will negate pluralism, the European 
New Times belongs to the past. The liberal and European epoch was one 
thing, and the mass-democratic and planetary era is something else. 
Some believe that the planetary dissemination of Western technology 
(technique) will bring about the imposition of Western values and life 
stances (attitudes to life). However, modern technology (technique) is 
world-theoretically colourless and, when it will have become a self- 

evident common denominator as the plough once was, we shall see it - 
we 

already see it - combined with the most different world-theoretical and 

value positionings. Others again believe that the initial humanitarian 
plan 

of the European New Times is still uncompleted and can be completed 
today on a planetary scale cleansed of the mistakes or the arrogance 

(superciliousness) of the (colonial) past. They remind me of the 
educated 

idolaters of the 3rd and 4th centuries A.D., who believed that, by ridding 
paganism of its childhood illnesses and naiveties, they would render it a 



viable ideological basis for a radically different world." 


"Peace does not mean conflictlessness (i.e. a lack or absence of conflict), 
but merely the use of means, “which do not consist in actual physical 
violence (or states of being violent)". Consequently, Weber comes to the 
same conclusion which Clausewitz had already drawn on the basis of 
similar considerations on the texture (composition, constitution or 
nature) of social living together (i.e. co-existence). Peace and war, the 
General opined, do not necessarily differ from each other with regard to 
goals (ends), but specifically with regard to the means used. The 
application of violence constitutes the specific feature of war exactly 
because peace is no conflict-free state of affairs; if peace were this 
conflict-free state of affairs, then war and conflict would be synonymous, 
and the equating of peace with conflictlessness (i.e. an absence or lack of 
conflict) would, for its part, make the coming into being of war 
incomprehensible: because out of what would wars come into being in 
general if not out of conflicts in the state of peace?" 


"Every scientific theory should first explain those 
phenomena which contradict it". 


Isay: "'philosophers'find themselves in the ridiculous , 
ludicrous p OS iti on of thinking that they can 
change the 

world, when the best they can do, apart 
from 



buttressing and soothing their E s° s > is 

(mis) interpret 

it ((non-)scientifically). The world changes due £q 

many concrete, situational 
factors and forces, 

causae, pertaining to human interaction 
way beyond, 

though perhaps including some, 
'philosophy', 

and always under 

the threat and operation of the 

Heterogony of Ends. If all the intellectual 
labours and endeavours of the great 

thinkers and artists and interpreters of 
human 

culture and the 

human condition from ancient Greece 

and Rome to Christian 

and Secular Europe, and briefly 

in North America, until 1998, 
the year of Kondylis's 

death, amount to absolutely 
nothing in the face of 



impending Western biological-genetic 
and 

and cultural (auto-)genocide, why 
would anyone now 

seek Fame and Fortune in the name of the 
West when 

the Path being followed by the West, 

grossly disproportionately, but of course 
not 

exclusively or even necessarily mostly, 

Tribally led, is one of near certain Self- 
Destruction and 

perhaps even total Effacement of 
all the uniquely Great 

WOVk Done 7 " essent ' a ^y' most "great and not so great philosophers" err as to human 

affairs because they (tend to) separate language and self-referential linguistic usage from concrete 
social and political reality, which can only be properly understood via a broad understanding of 
history throughout centuries and even millennia... that is why Thucydides, Machiavelli, Montaigne, 
Hobbes, Montesquieu, Clausewitz, Marx, Weber, Aron, Conze, Koselleck, Kondylis and relatively few 
others -to the extent they studied man in history and did not go off on Utopian Delusions of 
Grandeur, as Marx did at his worst - stand apart from many other "great philosophers" who often 
trapped themselves in the labyrinths of language and logic, without saying anything or saying very 
or relatively little of scientific value... i.e. even if they raised certain important issues, if they haven't 
been raised before, which is almost invariably the case, they could have been raised with far fewer 
words!!! Think ofe.g. in the 20th century Husserl, Heidegger, Sartre, Wittgenstein, Giannaras,... not 
to mention the at times or even often risible and or infantile Derrida, Foucault, Kristeva, Lacan & 
Co.,...] [At the end of the day, though: "that which cannot be said, spoken, expressed, described", if 



invested with e.g. a theological God-based and or Race-based and or Nation-based and orRights- 
based conceptual and normative framework, is simply saying that empirically, ultimately everything 
of itself is Nihil (nihilism), but for there to be a human society, which per definitionem = Culture, 
Symbolism, Constructed Meaning, some kind of Disciplining of the Senses, Drives, Urges, Impulses, 
Passions,... Values and Anti-Values... then there must be Content. What distinguishes the absolutely 
consistent social scientist as observer of human affairs from "great philosophers" is how he arrives 
at the aforesaid "at the end of the day" point, i.e. through the application of strict empirical and 
logical criteria - not via verbal, logical games diarrhoea, and that qua scientist he proposes 
NOTHING.] 


If the task of the "observer of human affairs" or absolutely consistent social 
scientist is to dispassionately describe and explain social(-historical-cultural_ 

civilisational-political-anthropological-ideational- 
ideological-philosophical-etc.) phenomena and facts, as 
Kondylis did in more than 5000 pages of (densely packed) 
written work, then why would such an observer of human 
affairs care about whether Hellenism survives or not, and 
not e.g. the very short, or relatively tall, pygmies of the 
Congo? The answer lies in the fact that the observer of 
human affairs has specific "existential bonds" too, 
including descent, cultural inheritance, (differentiated but 
nonetheless clearly ascertainable) cultural identity, etc.; 

yet even in his relatively few writings about Greece and 
Hellenism viS'a-vis Turkey, E.U., U.S.A., Kondylis's tone remains strictly 

descriptive and prescriptive in a general hypothetical sense ("if x state 
threatens y state militarily under these circumstances, theny state needs to 
consider, inter alia, z option in undertaking a pre-emptive military strike..., or, 



if y state wants to not fall very far down the rankings of (nation-)states 
(perhaps to the point of eventual non-existence) in the planetary era, then it 
must do a, b, c, and, d, e ,it goes without saying that the observer of 
human affairs can also - when he is not acting strictly and solely as an 
observer of human affairs - have certain cultural and artistic preferences, but 
as far as Kondylis is concerned, these were never specifically referred to apart 
from the fact that his "thoughts world" was generally eurocentric, again, due 
to specific "existential bonds", though he also referred a number of times to 
insightful observations made by (historically) non-Westerners such as 
Indians, Chinese, Arabs and even Africans... (shedding "eurocentrism”[, 
"misogyny", 

"homo(transislamonegrorefugeespecialabilitiesxenoOther)phobia”, etc., etc., 
etc.,...], if that is what someone wants to do, might make one "less European”[, 
"less toxically masculine", "less (crudely) racist”, "more egalitarian and much 
more humanitarian", "more open with fewer boundaries and borders", "less 
hateful" of those who were once known as "the (half-human) weaker (fairer) 

sex ' abnormal, contra naturam, mentally ill, lunatic and 
retarded, deranged and sick, exotic, barbarous, 

Barbarians, half-caste and mongrel, (sub-human) Apes, 
invaders, hordes of savage colonists, handicapped and 
spastic", etc., etc., etc.,...], but it won't make an iota of 
difference to the social-ontological and anthropological 
constants which characterise all humans, explained and 
referred to in various Kondylisian works...)... 



IfKondylis’s thought, but more pertinently, the volume and scope of his work, could not 
have been possible without (relatively white) (Western) European civilisation, particularly 
in its multifaceted evolution from antiquity until the decades before and after WWII, and if 
such civilisation is “doomed” to extinguishment by not retaining a sufficient number of its 
key elements (regardless of whether it remains nearly fully or mainly or partially relatively 
white or not - relative racial and or religious homogeneity is not a prerequisite of relatively 
high social cohesion and social order, even though such relative homogeneity 
(homogeneities) could well be, but never necessarily are... - totally irrespective of personal 
aesthetic judgements and preferences regarding (relative) homogeneity and (relative) 
heterogeneity), then Kondylis’s thought and work is “doomed” even in the relatively short¬ 
term to what nihilism ultimately is: nothingness - unless other civilisations pick up the 
slack, so to speak... and want to know about humans and their affairs (at a macro or 
general level), to the (almost) full extent it is possible to know, even though there is no need 
to... on the other hand, if “whiteness” were to make a successful long-lasting and 
dominant comeback, whether in one, a few or many (different) ways, it would probably do 
so in a manner which would be intensely normative, and hence without any need 
whatsoever for the relatively free, naked observer of human affairs. [Kondylis NEVER 
wrote about ''whiteness'', but about ''Europe'', ''the West'' or even ''Hellenism'', and 
''exoticism' 1 , the non-European (i.e. (North) African, Middle Eastern[, and presumably 
Asian and Central-South American\) population explosion vis-a-vis European 
demographic decline and vis-a-vis North America, as well as the uncontrolled migration of 
peoples and "human rights" as universalistic ideology and until now - if not necessarily 
forever - as unfulfillablepractice,... and also about terrorism... and terror... the acute 
danger of anomie, social disintegration,... and conventional sovereign statehood, given the 
present constitution of world society, being the only means to effectively combat anomie...]. 

A matter of (personal) taste... but mostly also once recognised as classic... 

A matter of (personal) taste... but mostly also once recognised as classic....pdf 

Size : 866.282 Kb 
Type : pdf 


COMING NOT SO SOON (WITHIN A FEW YEARS?] HERE IS A PDF WHICH REPRESENTS THE "REAL" ME (I.E. 
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For as long as Western mass democracies operate on the basis of “obsono, ergo sum” (“I 
shop, therefore I am”), and not just for the (very) few, various fringe or larger groups 
contained within them will at best constitute friendly societies, beer-drinking and or book 
clubs, bands and or gatherings of trouble makers, agitators,... (")terrorists(")... and other such 
organised collective identities with specific political (ideological, aesthetic, cultural, 
religious, legal, civilisational,...) aims, goals, ambitions, dreams, fantasies,... Societies in the 
West will be further transformed again, not just (perhaps) racially, religiously, sexually and 
culturally-normatively, but again (possibly or very likely) more broadly and more 
substantially, when these societies’ relationship with the overcoming of the scarcity of goods 
changes (including, possibly, technologically, and as to the state of the natural world). (Very) 
macro-historically, Marx’s schema of base-superstructure has always been partially correct. 
Just like Weber’s “protestant ethic and the spirit of capitalism” as far as the “spirit(-intellect)” 
is concerned. The economy, just like “the spirit”, is a part of society, part of the social and 
(certainly in Western mass democracies) a (very important) part of the political. The 
Agricultural Revolution constituted a world-historical NOVUM. So did the Industrial (cum 
French-remove-class-based-privileges) Revolution. Next? More macro-historically, 
biological and spiritual(-intellectual) factors (presumably) play a more important role than the 
relatively static “hunting and gathering” of the pre-agricultural past. At the end of the day, 
every situation must be examined specifically in order to determine what factors are playing 





what role(s) and to what extent, if such a thing is possible, and to the extent that scientific 
(empirically descriptive and (causally) explanatory) knowledge can be obtained. Those, i.e. 
the vast majority, of “scholars, social scientists, et al.” by privileging certain (often wrongly 
understood) aspects of society and people such as race, class, “gender” (sex), the economy, 
the ethnos, etc., etc., etc.,... will almost invariably do what (in terms of the great masses) all 
humans do: i.e. peddle and disseminate empirically unfounded belief(s), false consciousness, 
ideology,... One way of looking at Kondylis’s work, is that he put into practice the promise 
of Marxism of science as regards human affairs against all forms of ideology and 
ideolgical(ly tainted) understanding... 

THAT INTELLECTUAL (inclusive, at most, of slightly or partly scientific knowledge) 
BEHAVIOUR, being peddled and disseminated, WILL NEVER CHANGE... 

[Kondylis never referred directly to Wemer Sombart. He did oversee the publication of 
Sombart's Der Bourgeois in Greek. It is probably safe to say that some of the theses 
in Warum gibt es in den Vereinigten Staaten keinen Sozialismus? and Die Juden und das 
Wirtschaftsleben and in Sombart's many other works might have some validity. It is 
obviously a matter for serious historians and researchers] 

[Any young person (under 30 or 40 years of age) of European Descent, i.e. relatively White, 
if he or she wants to get a Sense of the Futility of Political Idealism and Naivety, the Way 
(erotic) LOVE, Self-Interest, Hypocrisy,... actually operate, probably more often than not, 
OVER TIME in the REAL WORLD, as well as SEEING how relatively AESTHETICALLY 
BEAUTIFUL, as a subjective matter-of-taste value judgement, of course, EUROPE and 
Europeans once were, specifically ITALY and Italians, without HORDES of or ANY 
Mohammedans, Negroes,... and Others who often "do not fit in"... then watch the movie 
dedicated to the all-time GREAT and DEARLY LOVED Vittorio De Sica, Ettore 
Scola's C'eravamo tanto amati {We All Loved Each Other So Much) (1974)... what has 
happened, culturally and demographically, since the 1990s (having started on a mass scale in 
the 1960s, but with roots in the late 19th and early 20th century) IS NOTHING SHORT OF 
A TOTAL UNMITIGATED DISASTER AND CATASTROPHE - again totally subjectively 
seen from a totally value-judgemental, cultural/racial-prejudicial, perspective - and I wish 
future people of relatively white European Descent, Good Luck, and a Lot of Strength, for 
what is Coming, either sooner (within the next few decades), or perhaps much later (in the 
22nd century)... Also, do yourself a favour: watch and study great (= subjective value bias) 
movies like Sunflower (1970) and Amarcord (1974), and many, many, many,... others... find 



them, enjoy them,... they are Part of your Cultural and Biological Inheritance, or make them 
exactly that!!!... if you want to, are so inclined...] [Another masterpiece from a not so well- 
known director outside of Italy, is (the often hilarious) Una vita difficile (1961) by Dino Risi, 
which clearly shows the tight nexus between lies, truth, attraction, sex, love, self-interest, the 
desire to leave one's paese for the Big Smoke, impulses, rationality, idealism, realism, 
money, influence, belief, class, war, Resistance, politics, power,... "buying influence" or 
"exercising influence" more generally, irrespective of the truth and "fairness", is something 
that happens in all societies, by all sorts of people of all sorts of racial, ethnic, religious,... 
backgrounds... in certain countries particular groups just happen to do it much better than 
other individuals and groups, whether more loosely or more strictly defined.... it is also very 
clear that the notion of life as not necessarily about Tradition as Life as having a Family, 
Children, Religion,... was something already fairly widespread, at least in Rome (with the 
Other (and Black) Element already present in the nightlife of the time), before the full 
cultural revolution of the 1960s and 1970s (much less censorship on depictions of violence 
and sex, hypostatisation/glorification of the Other, spitting and shitting on the Self,...), when 
such Life Stances and Life Behaviours and World Views became so prevalent that the West 
of its own accord, chose the Path of (possible or probable) AutoGenocide (and the only thing 
individuals can do, as the End of the Movie suggests, is to find e.g. a place in the countryside, 
especially if it's paese, where one can live in peace and with love)... and now seeks and or 
enforces, in effect, Censorship on Opposition both to the dominant Narrative(s), and to the 
said AutoGenocide... that's they way, more or less, it has always been - Power, Control, 

Elites, Dominance, Acquiescence, Resistance,... - and that's the way it will always be, even if 
certain (Groups of) Actors (and Singers) "Leave" not only the Stage, but also "The 
Building"... how Beautiful (to look at, Grosso Modo) were we, we Southern Europeans... 
from c. 1900 or c. 1950 until c. 1980 or even c. 1990... all we have now, are Old Movies, 
Photos, Memories (if we're old enough)... Now (nearly, a large part of) Everything in the 
Public Sphere is Disgusting... = Subjective Value Judgement = Matter of Taste... and 
everyone has "their own"...] 

The first Long Wave of Globalisation culminated in the (relatively) Industrialised 
(imperialistic) West being challenged, apart from fighting amongst itself (Great Britain v. 
Germany, etc.), by the (relatively later but now also) Industrialised Japan and Soviet Union. 
The End of the Cold War and the era of Planetary Politics includes the further 
industrialisation and Rise of China and the rise of other middle Powers such as India, Iran, 
Turkey,... add the Global Population Explosion, the Great Migrations, the machinations of 




various other Regional Powers, which may or may not be "under control"... and all one can 
say is, particularly if one is a relatively White European and cares about some sort of 
Cultural-Aesthetic and or (at least partial) Racial Continuity... Things are NOT Looking 
Good... and... Good Luck... or... God, why have (had) I forsaken Thee?... 


Books proposed to be translated into English from Greek by (young) scholars with a 
sound knowledge of both languages, and who want to do something (epistemologically) 
worthwhile rather than simply regurgitating ideological rubbish: 

Contogeorgis, George (Georgios) (ITtbpyot; Kovxoyitdpyric (b. 1947)), who holds Kondylis 
in high regard - his tetralogy on the “Hellenic Cosmo(s)system (World (Cosmic) System)” 
(«To 'EAlqvtKO Koapoobaxr|pa» (2006 (A); 2014 (B); to be published soon, 2017? (C and 
D)), and the related to that tetralogy: “Knowledge and Method. 29 questions about 
cosmosystemic gnoseology (theory of knowledge)” («rNQXH KAI ME0OAOX. 

29 EPGTHM AT ATI A THN KOXMOXYXTHMIKH TNQXIOAOTTU (2017)), and other 
titles such as: “Nation (Ethnos) and “modernising” modernity” 

(«"E0vo<; kou «8KanyxpovtaxtKfi» vs0xspiK6xqTa» (2006; 2017 (2 nd ed.)); “Modernity and 
Progress. The Greek example” 

(«NsoxspiKoxr|xa Kai npooSog. To skkqvtKO 7tapa5stypa (2001)); “Citizen (Politis) and Polis. 
The concept and typology of “citizenship (politeiotita: having full legal responsibilities and 
rights in the Polis)”” («nOAITHI KAI 110AIX. ENNOIA KAI TYnOAOTIA THX 
«nOAITEIOTHTAX»» (2003))... all = source of many fertile ideas for both history and 
political science, even though a number of Contogeorgis’s positions are (historically and) 
empirically, as well as conceptually, unsustainable (e.g. his Philosophy of History, or, his 
separation of hegemony, i.e. power, from non-geopolitical politics). Also of interest is his 
Ph.D. and first book: “The theory of revolutions in Aristotle” = La theorie cles revolutions 
chezAristote, LGDJ, Paris, 1978 (= «'H Bscopia xwvs7tavaoxaoscov xob Apiaxoxskq», 1982). 



Papaioannou, Kostas (Koiaxac Ilana'ioidvvoi) (1925-1981)) - his book on (Soviet) 
communism, “The genesis (origin(ation), emergence) of totalitarianism” 

(«'H ysvsor| xouoko KAr|pomopou»), first published in 1959 (current scholarly edition: 2017), 
constitutes a significant, perhaps even unnoticed watershed, moment in international 
scholarship (Arendt’s related book first appeared in 1951), showing inter alia, how (Soviet) 
“totalitarianism” (as mixing or fusion of “tyranny” and “dictatorship”, whilst 
also transforming society radically , and not just bringing about a revolution in the polity as 
e.g. in Roman times) arose from (massifying and atomising) industrial mass society in 
specific (geo)political contexts of (economic) development and underdevelopment , 
bureaucratisation (and militarisation), and by specific actions of specific individuals and 
(social, political-ideological) movements and Parties (all of which, as Progress and 
Modernisation (the “maturation” of vita activa as opposed to vita contemplativa with a Telos 
firmly implanted in material, This World, goals and aims), generally also applies to fascism 
and national socialism, and - albeit usually or often less intens(iv)ely and less blood-soaked - 
to the Western parliamentary “democracies”, notwithstanding any cosmetic, minor or 
substantial (country-specific) differences), by an interlocutor of the great Raymond Aron and 
the very likable Octavio Paz,... Papaioannou, like (most) other important and significant 
thinkers, was never carried away by idiotic (ideological) beliefs in “(good) culture” 
overcoming “all that is evil” in the “bad culture”, and nature, of and in, humans, since 
humans are both nature and culture and never just one without the other.... Papaioannou also 
authored a number of other interesting books! 


Consideration should also be given to the translation into English of books by, inter alia: 

Giorgos Karambelias (Tidipyog KapapTisAxag) - on Greek history and ethno-nihilism, he has 
done a superb job; on P.K. and philosophy (the meaning of the Enlightenment) and historical 
sociology (the ideal type of mass democracy as = Time, not Space in Karambelias's view, or, 
re: 1968) he is absolutely clueless, and should stick to what he is really good at, and not make 
a fool of himself; 

Ioannis Th. Mazis (lcoawr|<; 0. MdCr|G 
Panagiotis Hefaistos (ITttvayubxric; "Hcpaicxog) 

Apart from the aforementioned historian and professors, those who can read Greek should 
look for articles on the internet by the following persons, whose standard is consistently, 
though not necessarily always, high, often matching or surpassing the very best (= a small 



minority of articles, some of which I have referred to on this page) published e.g. in The 
National Interest , which whilst containing a whole lot of ideological garbage and clap-trap, is 
far superior overall to nearly all publications available in English for free as regards 
(geo)political and (geo)economic matters: KcovaxavxTvoq rpiflaq, ricbpyoq Oikqg, Ajxoaxokoq 
'AnooTOAonoDAoq (the first and only time I have ever encountered a former newsreader with a 
BRAIN!!!), AooK&g A!qsk6g, AaoKpaxqg Baaapg, AnoozoXog Aiapavxqg, Scoxriprpg 
AqpoTtoukog, K. n. Pcopavog, nspiKkqg Ncdpyou, r iavvr|q na7iapi%arjk, r idipyoq Exukiavoq 
npr.pcAa.KTig (who, like many others - not all of them imbeciles! - confuses centre or (centre- 
)right (Gaullist) or centre-left mass-democractic (ethno-)patriotism with the "far Right", but if 
we overlook the terminological inaccuracies, more often than not (brilliantly) gets to the 
essence of matters, incl. the importance of the E.U. for European survival... the question 
though is how?... what mix?... what approach?... and hence the inaccuracies...), Ayyskog 
XupTyoq, K.a.. [also of interest, though (perhaps) prone to, at times, annoying "shallowness" 
or even outright stupidity: EaPPag KaksvxspiSqg, AGavdaioq Apouyoq, Xxaupoq Auyspoq, 
Msviog TaoiOTiouAoq, Ilavxskfjg Xaflf:H6r|g, Apppxppg KcovaxavxaKOTrouAoq, ’H/daq 
KouaKouPcApq, KcovaxavxTvoq Oikqq, KcovaxavxTvoq Kokpsp, ricbpyoq na7ia567toi)koq- 
TsxpaSqq, KcovaavxTvoq Xo/APaq, Kdicxag McAdq, Baaikpg Bi/adp6oq, K.a....] [An absolute 
"nutter", who nevertheless opens up one's thought to ever-expanding horizons of macro- 
historical (geo)political reflection and contemplation, and therefore has definite intellectual 
value, even if, and notwithstanding his many telling insights, we (can) disagree with him a 
lot, if not most, of the time, is: Apppxppg KixoiKpq or in English: Prof. Dr. Dimitri Kitsikis 
(Ottawa), the inter alia Greek Orthodox Sinologist, Turkologist, Mackinderian and believer in 
Hegemon-Heroes like Trump, or Xi or Putin (the "Great Chess Player"), and not in Midgets 
like T. May or A. Merkel et al., for instance. An example of Kitsikis "madness" - he says he 
has never stopped being a Communist "Maoist", is that c. 1890 Tribal Warrior Eduard 
Bernstein proposed Marxist Communism become Evolutionary Socialism or Social 
Democracy as a representative of Banking and Finance Capital (obviously with very high, 
grossly disproportionate Tribal input), and today represented by "free trade" China (the 
Clintons, Obama, et al.)!, which has ever since been at loggerheads with Productive Capital 
as represented e.g. by the well-known Pro-Gentile Henry Ford and Donaldios Trumpius in 
our age. Whilst there might be something of value (?) in this schematisation, I personally 
can't comment any further but to say that many forces, factors, causal chains are 
simultaneously and in an interweaving and interlocking manner always at work in macro- 
historical developments... (Kitsikis also says that the West is the lame child of Hellenism, 




which belongs to the Middle Region, and that Armageddon is coming, and if China wins, the 
whole of the West Falls, with the West being the most criminal of all Grand Civilisations 
because of the five or so centuries of Colonialism and Imperialism... either China is isolated, 
and the West wins, of if China stands with Russia, Iran and even Turkey, Syria, Lebanon, and 
Greece if it has the brains to follow,... it is Game Over for the West... He also says 1821 has 
been a disaster long-term, Greece will end up with barely a small piece of territory the way 
things are going, having always been a protectorate of the West since 1821-1830, and that the 
Vision should always have been Co-Federation with Turkey... of course, there are many 
counter-arguments to all of this (incl. that with an ageing Grossly De-Hellenised population, 
Hellenic Consciousness will very quickly be Erased by flooding Greek territory with (many 
aggressive, violent, savage, Islamist, Super-Barbarian,...) Mohameddans and other Turks, 
Asiatics, Africans,... but it is theoretically very interesting, to say the least... he does though 
make the very strong point that Greece has totally collapsed demographically vis-a-vis 
Turkey, that even if Greece waged war and won, the dynamics of the situation mean that 
Turkey within a few years would have her Revanche, and that there is no choice but to join 
Asia Minor with the Aegean in one State and two Capital Cities, because one way or another, 
it is going to happen... Greece does not have the Will or the Ability to maintain an 
Independent State against Turkey, Albania or Germany to the North using Skopje, etc.,...) 

( https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=cl eMWW-5oo&temp-new-window- 
replacement=true) l [The inevitability of there being talk of a Greek-Turkish Union, given 
that the Greeks have never been, and will definitely never ever be, in a position to send the 
Turks backs to Central Asia and to retake and remake the Byzantine Imperium, goes back a 
long way: from rsebpyiog TpaTmCouvxiog (1395-1484) and his Epistle to Mohammad B' of 
1466, to rscopyioi; Tojia/iSog-’IaKroPaxog (1813-1882) and his 1880 statement in Greek 
parliament as a member of the Greek state/protectorate barely 50 years old!, to Ion 
Dragoumis (1878-1920) who advocated co-federation with (still Ottoman) Turkey (as a kind 
of equivalent to the Austro-Hungarian Empire - which wouldn't have worked because even 
though the Greeks had the economic upper hand, the Turks had the SWORD... and the 
SWORD always Prevails, incl. committing Genocides, which is exactly what they did...), 
because of inter alia the need to fend off Bulgaria and Slavs, though Dragoumis was against 
Germany... to Dragoumis's co-anti-German pro-Entente British Agent of sorts adversary 
Eleftherios Venizelos in 1933,... and with Kitsikis talking of «c/AqvoxoupK'iap6» from 
1964/1966, inspiring and advising both Karamanlis and Colonel Papadopoulos, as well as 
Ozal, Davoutoglu, Fethuilah Gillen, Erdogan et al... if Greece consisted of 15 or 20 million 




Hellenes of high Hellenic-Greek Orthodox consciousness with an average age of around 25, 
and if 15 to 20 million Turks of the Ionia region wanted to be (re-)Hellenised, etc., then a 
truly Hellenic-based Major Power could have emerged in tandem with Turks - but all that is 
Pure Fantasy... REALITY = very likely (near) extinction of Greeks by c. 2100... that's where 
it is heading...] [Giannaras, not just once, has referred to "usury", even "international usury", 
and has repeatedly praised Putin, even as an example of a Leader for a country like Greece. 
Contogeorgis regularly talks about "the markets" or "the international markets", and many 
other thinkers of NOTE, whom one could never accuse of being "Right-Wing" or "Lascist" 
or, Heaven Lorbid, "Racist and Anti-Semitic", talk of "(international) usury" and "the 
(international) markets". Perhaps if one were Honest with Himself, or, didn't Care about one's 
"Position", one could actually SPELL IT OUT by CUTTING THE BULLSHIT. Even 
someone of Limited Intellectual Ability can See that "Usury" and "Markets" means 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE participation of Tribal Members and Tribal Warriors 
under the Umbrella - and on Bones of Tens of Millions-i- of White Christians, as well as all 
the Tens of Millions-i- of non-White Christians - of first British and Lrench Imperialisms, and 
then, for the last 50-100 years or so, U.S.A. Imperialism... and THAT is simply an 
OBSERVATION OL HUMAN ALLAIRS.] 


Food for thought 


Only - at least at the time of thinking and writing such things and if he wasn't just referring 
to himself - a narcissistic half-wit or intellectually overdeveloped retard could say something 
like “there can be no poetry or song after x, y or z massacre, mass extermination, torture and 
barbarism ”... Obviously, such a person, blinded as he is by perhaps tribal and or 
particularistic loyalties, biasses, prejudice and (impulsive) reactions, and gross intellectual 
fetishisations (?cmd who knows what psycho-somatic disorders and disturbances?), does not 
know, or does not want to know, the a, b, c of humans... 



[A truly great Poet in fact suggested that without Barbarians there can be no long-term vital (“high ”) Culture; 
without (even the thought of) Barbarians and their Confrontation, all that remains is Decadence and Collective 
Suicide and Disappearance from History’ ’s Stage... Many, if not most humans, if not nearly all of those who 
Lament, tend to Cry for their Dead; it’s their Dead they Honour... = basic human knowledge... that Odysseus, 
as a prototype of the “bourgeois individual” and not as any human in a struggle for (more) power, i.e. identity 
and the recognition of his identity, “cunningly and opportunistically ” reacted to circumstances 
“instrumentally” through the use of “instrumental Reason ” based on self-interest 

(as if Reason can ultimately be anything other than instrumental and based on (the perception of one’s own) 
self-interest (i.e. a process of logic with an irrational starting point used for a particular purpose)!!! and as if 
“objective Reason ” is something to be determined by certain “philosophers ” who decide what our “deepest 
needs and desires” are, what is (ethically and normatively) “rational and irrational", what “critical thinking” 
is, what “freedom ” is!!! - even though it is acknowledged that “scientific thinking ” is somehow inherently 
“better” than “religious (superstitious, mythological) thinking”!!!), 

does not prove that Western Culture was from ancient times on the path to the mass-scale atrocities of the 
20 th century... (it is no mere accident that the operation of the “heterogony of ends” (regarding historical 
individual and collective action) is ignored)... but that Western Culture, just like any other Culture, is Human 
Culture, which consists of a whole array of “instrumental” and “ethical”, irrational and rational, thought, 
behaviour and action, notwithstanding the normative, cultural and aesthetical likes and dislikes of professional 
or amateur “philosophers ” who want to prescribe to others how “alienation ” and “false consciousness ” can be 
“cured ” normatively in terms of Ethics!!!... a certain philosopher of another Tribe and from a different 
philosophical starting point talked about “authenticity” - the thought structures are very similar... perhaps the 
mistress of the latter (for whom I have, probably begrudgingly, quite a bit of respect), who had a better 
sociological grounding, e.g. in Tonnies, made more useful observations, notwithstanding the conceptual 
problems arising from the term “totalitarianism ” - e.g. how can a society be “totalitarian ” or a “closed 
system ”, and change internally, and disintegrate through either internal and or external pressures, just like all 
“non-totalitarian ” societies eventually do?... Kondylis did not write about the Frankfurt School as such 

(there is discussion of Horkheimer and reference to Adorno in “The new-times critique of metaphysics (Die 
neuzeitliche Metaphysikkritik (1990) ” regarding an attack on 1) metaphysics (religion) which correctly 
ascertains there is no axiologically loaded Is (Being) and ontologically coloured Ought, BUT then does not 
proceed to draw the nihilist conclusions of La Mettrie and de Sade (i.e. there are no (non-man-made) values 
and anti-values), supporting instead (ultimately metaphysical!) forms of “liberation and critical thinking" 
(about which Adorno a few decades later was more explicit than Horkheimer) and believing in the existence of 




an, in accordance with his own normative values, “real Enlightenment”!; and on 2) “instrumental”positivism, 
which supposedly does not take into account historical change and “correct ” or “rational ” volition!), 


just as Kondylis NEVER wrote about any kind of Tribe, though he did translate into Greek, presumably in his 
relative youth even though it was published much later, a long essay by Horkheimer (“Beginnings of the 
bourgeois philosophy of history ”), and he did thoroughly cover issues of “rationality ” and “irrationality ”, 
“nihilism ” and actual destruction, which were of great interest to the said School, and not only, of course, to 
the thinkers of that School; obviously, if Kondylis thought of Heidegger as being largely hollow, the “School” 
was not even worth mentioning within the context of the history of ideas and the substantial, important 
contributors to such ideas ’ development and (re)cultivation, given that we are dealing with some kind of 
(second-rate) derivative fusion of Marx, Freud and Weber, et al.,... another interesting issue is how Tribal were, 
and to which Tribe did truly GREAT, if also (greatly) flawed, thinkers and or social scientists, historians,... like 
Spinoza, Marx, Durkheim, Simmel, Husserl, Cassirer, M. Ginsberg, G. Elton, and perhaps not so great or 
perhaps simply not so important "Tribal and non-Tribal" thinkers like Schopenhauer, Kierkegaard, Barth, 
Jaspers, Buber, the Frankfurt School, Levinas and other such moralists, belong... hint: reality is often more 
complicated than what may first appear to be the case... and Tribes themselves, just like individuals, can be 
highly differentiated and complex identities and bearers of Power... the FACT that Kondylis never posed the 
question of the Tribe, at least directly, clearly shows it is the WRONG question to pose from a scientific point of 
view... at best, it creates many problems and misunderstandings, and at worst, it leads one far away from 
science as empirically verified and logically consistent knowledge...]... 

On the other hand, such a person, is quite capable of making, and did make, many interesting 
or thought-provoking observations as well, hence, it is just as easy to under-rate as it is to 
over-rate thinkers... 


At least, in part. Tongue in Cheek and in Nietzschean, certainly not (?) Kondylisian, 
mode (and leaving aside the great or at least interesting achievements one can 
appreciate coming from members of any number of (very or slightly) different(iated) 
(historical) Tribes)... 





How dare someone of that Tribe, criticise someone of my Tribe, tell me what to think and 
what to do,... and get away with it!!! 

If my Tribe has become a Herd, and is soon to be a Rabble, who but my own Tribe is to 
blame if it has lost the Will to Live, while other Tribes thrive and Act on their Will to 
Survive?... 

The Heterogony of Ends ensures that History does not proceed in the long run in accordance 
with the self-understanding of the Tribes... 

Tribes are groups or collectives that can (tend to be) more closed or more open, but NEVER 
set in stone for all time... 

There is no such thing as individuals without some form of Tribe (society), just as there is no 
Tribe (society) without individuals.... BUT the Tribe COMES FIRST... 

[NEVER SHOULD IT BE FORGOTTEN, EVEN THOUGH RACES, ETHNE, 
CIVILISATIONS, PEOPLES, NATIONS, TRIBES,... DO (AND MORE SO, I.E. MORE 
INTENSELY AND MORE RELATIVELY HOMOGENEOUSLY, HAVE) EXIST(ED) IN THE 
WEST, THAT: The philosophes maudits, from [Aristippus and] Machiavelli to La Mettrie and 
de Sade, existed or achieved (some) notoriety in, compared with today's West, racially and 
religiously relatively homogeneous kinship groups, communities, cities, countries, nations or 
civilisations, and were still ignored or ostracised. THAT: many, if not the vast majority, of 
civil wars, the family vendetta, have taken place in the context of relatively high degrees of 
racial and or religious homogeneity. THAT: Identity is plastic, malleable.] 


Tribes Can Change, But they Never End... = Tribes (Groups, Collectives, 
(sub-)Races, Peoples, Religions, Nations, Ethne,...) Can and Do Change 
(Content, Composition, Texture, Values, Aims, Goals,...), But they Never 
End (for as long as there are Humans)... = Heightened Tribal 
Consciousness Means Things Get Noticed, Especially About Other Tribes, 
which Thrive in Circumstances of Immersion, Massification and 
Atomisation... = The more Western Mass Democracy is Rattled, Shaken 
and Stirred (and Anomie increases), the more likely the Fall-Out will be 
(more acutely) Tribal... The Heterogony of Ends is THE (elusive) DEVIL par 
excellence... 



■ || (from "secret societies" to modern 


["TRIBAL QUESTIONS and MATTERS' 
political parties (at footnote PROPERLY DEALT with by P.K. at: S. 

278f., Das Politische und der Mensch = p. 538ff., The 

Political and Man] 


[As mentioned a number of times on this page, the science of concepts, 
requires strict distinctions, wherever possible, between concepts vis-a- 
vis their respective content(s) and their historical context so that 
differentiae specificae are ascertained and made as clear as possible (cf. loc. 
cit., S. 286 = p. 554: "shifts in vocabulary" may not mean much if the 
content of a phenomenon is constant across time; of course, the opposite 
can also and often does take place, i.e. the content changes, but the (misuse 
of the) terminology remains). In comparative macro-historical sociological 
analysis, the ideal type is a most useful conceptual tool, particularly since 
the infinite variety of Reality and its Facts makes solid distinctions difficult 
to pin down. Strictly speaking, “tribe” like “civilisation”, “nation”, 
“ethnos”, “religion”, “people”, “race”, “sub-race”, “clan”, “family”, “cult”, 
“conservative”, “liberal”, “democratic”, “social-democratic (as well as 
socialist, communist)”, “fascist (as well as national socialist)”, “mass- 
democratic”, etc., etc., etc.,... up to the totally misleading and 
epistemologically useless, highly ideologised terms: “liberal-democratic”, 
“neoconservative”, “liberalism” as used today (all three representing 
Western mass-democratic hedonistic-consumeristic massified-atomised 
individualism - the first, more of a Cold War term vs. "totalitarian"; the 
second, less statist (at least in theory), more pro-very big business and more 
pro-Israel; the third, more statist, more socialistic (at least in rhetoric if not 
in practice), perhaps more "degenerate" e.g. not stopping at homosexual 
marriage but moving on to transexualism), etc., etc., etc.,... can, and do, 
have a number of context-related definitions, which need to take into 
account Situation-Specific Historical Circumstances in order for proper 
Science to take place (there is even the situation with a concept such as 
"dignity" which in Christian times simultaneously meant two things, which 
at first glance and especially today appear to be contradictory: i.e. all men 
having equal dignity before God, but "God" (i.e. humans interpreting God) 


simultaneously sanctioning the hierarchical, incl. class-based, view of 
dignity that the Monarch, the clergy and the aristocracy had, etc.). At the 
end of the day, all the aforementioned terms, including “tribe” refer to 
groups or collectives (collective entities) (too), and always to identities, 
human (social) relations, power, rationality, understanding, meaning,... and 
talk of “tribes” and “The Tribe” on this page also involves a lot of humour 
on my part, which of course may not at all seem funny to others, 
particularly since this page is about combining correct observations of 
Reality as Facts, whilst also (spiritually, emotionally, ideationally,...) 
supporting My Tribe (and my personal identity) ... and having some fun... 
(absolutely consistent historical-conceptual) Science (to the extent 
attained), stricto sensu, is for Brunner, Conze, Koselleck, Kondylis, et 
al.,...] [Two excellent examples of conceptual elasticity, but not complete 
relativity, is "conservative" which as a social fact has two main (related but 
also distinct in some respects) historical phases (pre- and post-1789), and 
then (esp. post-WW2) becomes an increasingly obsolete and scientifically 
(but not polemically) meaningless term (see Konservativismus and Planetary 
Politics ...), whilst "friendship", which has historically become more private 
rather than public sphere-focussed with the advent of modern atomised 
mass societies, still retains its core meaning, including reference to public- 
sphere usage (see Das Politische und der Mensch, S. 286 = The Political and 
Man, p. 554.] [In Reinhart Koselleck's speech re: Kondylis, present-day 
usage of "dignity" [like "conservative", "liberal", "democratic"] is empty 
of content, like an empty formula, whereas polemics ensure that "reaction, 
restoration, progressive" are tied to content... I say = even though the 
"empty of content" concepts are still used in polemics, polemics itself is not 
what is of crucial importance, but the examination of the sociological, 
concrete, bound to tie and place, content being referred to... no concept is 
in polemical use ever "empty of content", it's just that the content referred 
to does not distinguish it anymore or at least significantly from other 
concepts: e.g. "conservative" in the U.S.A. today is for all intents and 
purposes indistinguishable from "Western mass-democratic", and 
"liberal" has come to mean simply a faction of "Western mass- 
democratic" too... whereas in historical science, "conservative" and 



"liberal" are absolutely distinct from both each other and from "mass- 
democratic"... it is true though that "dignity" is not the subject of heated 
polemical debate like "progressive-reactionary", and in that sense is 
mouthed very easily, without really meaning anything in terms of taking 
concrete measures to ensure all 7 or 8 billion peoples' "dignity"... So 
Koselleck is definitely not wrong, it's just the way of looking at the matter 

which...] 


Leon Trotsky 

Why write about Leon Trotsky? 

Because I was under his spell (my fault of course, not his) for a number of years when I was 
emotionally very vulnerable in my youth, and after the torturous cancer-driven death of my 
sister, and after “moving on” from the, generally speaking, at least in part or even 
substantially, Common Sense of the left-wing ethno-patriot socialist George Orwell, to the 
“superior” realm of Lenin, and Trotsky. 

Is Trotsky to be rejected outright just because nowadays his particular ethnic-racial and visual 
attributes do not sit well with my own Hellenism-Orthodoxy and “natural sympathy” for 
Russian history and culture to the extent it was in part Hellenised through Orthodoxy, which 
of course contains a strong Hebraic/Jewish element but distinguishes itself from 
Hebraism/Judaism due to the Hellenisation of Christ and associated liturgy etc. in the 
Ekklesia? Or because the Soviet regime, which had a grossly disproportionate Jewish element 
in its leadership, in its own (as perceived) interests, supported Atatiirk against Hellenic and 
Armenian (and Assyrian) Orthodoxy and Christianity (incl. the results of, and or complicity 
in, ethnic cleansing/ethnocide/ genocide/etc.)? [We know from Thucydides, Machiavelli,... 
geopolitics... that Huntington made a serious mistake; Palmerston got it right (apart from 
suggesting that England would exist eternally...): "... I say that it is a narrow policy to 
suppose that this country or that is to be marked out as the eternal ally or the perpetual enemy 



of England. We have no eternal allies, and we have no perpetual enemies. Our interests are 
eternal and perpetual, and those interests it is our duty to follow..." (1848)] 

By no means, NO. Trotsky was actually a successful extremely Power-hungry politician who 
co-operated with another extremely Power-hungry more successful politician, but this time of 
world-historical importance, Lenin, and was knocked off his perch by the “simpleton” 
extremely Power-hungry politician, Stalin, who nonetheless was a moreextremely Power- 
hungry obscenely successful Politician, and whose “dumb” promotion of the Five Stages of 
History gets a mention by Kondylis as having a certain relevance to the REAL WORLD and 
not to the UTOPIA Trotsky and his followers planned (are planning) for, and which of course 
- even a bright teenager could understand - WILL NEVER COME (unless one takes 
Trotsky’s (and Parvus’s) “permanent revolution” as culminating in the post WW2 world 
order and subsequent post-Cold War planetary era (“neoconservative”) caricature of their 
Vision of Communism - which of course is not what they meant)... (The UTOPIA of the 
Trotskyists as thought structure is ultimately, and notwithstanding any differences as to 
secondary matters, the same as the UTOPIA of the White Nationalists (Identitarians), as all 
the other UTOPIAS,... regardless of RELIGION, BELIEF, CREED,... - beautifully harmonic 
in their MINDS, with a "Perfect Telos" for Everyone, perhaps or certainly a catalyst for 
ACTION, but NOWHERE to be realised in REALITY). 

Trotsky also wrote some interesting books and articles, though, in retrospect, it seems that 
what survives as intellectually stimulating from that era is essentially some of Lenin’s 
writings, as re-interpretations and practical applications to a specific context of Marx in the 
Age of classical European Imperialism (including the "need" to bring down European 
Imperialism through wars of National Liberation - which achieved its apogee in Mao and 
Ho)... 

At the end of the day, however, the Englishman of Common Sense perhaps had more to say 
of lasting value. 

And, anyway, closer to me, when I wear the “I” hat and not the “Sc.” hat, ethnologically 
(linguistically-culturally), psychologically, and politically (albeit far off on some matters at 
least), is Pablo (Mr%aA,r|(; 'Pd7rtr|<;). 

[Very interesting does Marx's "class war" schema seem when instead of "class" one thinks of 
"group or collective", because then it is absolutely clear that since all individuals necessarily 
are in, or relate to, some kind of group, "the history of all hitherto existing societies of 
humans is the history of some form of group and or collective and or tribal (non-violent and 



or violent) competition, and or conflict, and or struggle and or (necessarily violent and 
usually much less frequent) war, and power crystallisations related thereto, which may or 
may not include or not include social classes and or ethne and or many other kinds of groups 
and or collectives and or tribes, howsoever defined"... very interesting that... particularly if 
one does not lapse into reductionism, mono-causality and conspiratorialism, a serious 
historian can then investigate on a situation-specific basis how and under what circumstances 
various overlapping and intersecting with one another groups and or collectives and or tribes 
rise to positions of relative power, wealth, authority, dominance, influence, hegemony, etc.... 
and how the successful groups and or collectives and or tribes are able to bindingly interpret 
ideology to suit their own continuance in the exercise and wielding of the various forms of 
power... e.g. in conditions of advanced massification, atomisation and 

urbanisation/secularisation, play a significant role in having the public in general believe that 
"oppression" is a matter of individual rights, and minority group and or collective and or 
tribal rights, whilst particular group and or collective and or tribal crystallisations and de¬ 
crystallisations of forms of power and wealth are "not to be discussed", let alone investigated, 
because of various forms of "-ism" and because of the way everyone "must interpret 
"equality""... on the other hand, the process of changing a firmly entrenched correlation of 
forces cannot happen but through, probably, extreme violence... and such extreme violence 
has repeated itself continually throughout history, so it is BOUND to happen again... so 
GOOD LUCK to everyone... Peace Be With YOU... Amen.] [Similarly, it is absolutely 
necessary to describe Western mass democracies as, in terms of governance, "democracies", 
and to divide "democracy" into categories of "direct democracy" and "indirect or 
representational democracy", when actual democracy as practiced in history involved 
(relative) racial and or religious and cultural homogeneity, as well as patriarchy and pre¬ 
industrial/high finance conditions, and involved the presence of power amongst the citizens 
without grossly unilateral distributions of power to one particular (foreign) group or tribe and 
or individuals thereof or connected tightly to such group or tribe, since the Demos is the only 
Tribe (normally without foreign intervention, though not necessarily if one thinks of the 
relationship between Persia and ancient Greece, exempli gratia). So Contogeorgis can point 
out what democracy actually is and how it could be applied in today's world all he wants, but 
the reality is that the various "big money" and "big power" interests, which by the way in (a 
large part of) the Western world at least, almost invariably have a gross over-representation 
of a particular group or tribe, for as long as power is crystallising in their favour, will never 
ever ever allow for democracy, and that's why their academics, journalists, et al., etc. want 



you to think that today you are living in a democracy, in fact a "liberal democracy" - the more 
one investigates the matter, the more hilarious it all becomes! [Though, Kondylis was right as 
always in pointing out that western mass democracies compared to Soviet or other more 
dictatorial regimes provided more relative freedom(s) to their citizens... and greater 
opportunities for consumption and "lifestyle choices" etc.] Also, I wonder why the Brunner- 
Conze-Koselleck approach to political concepts has not yet been translated, published and 
promoted in(to) English so that real scholarship can take place in political science. I wonder 
why... On the other hand, again, and I must repeat myself, "breaking out" of a particular 
correlation of forces invariably means extremely violent social and political upheaval... and 
that business is generally for younger men... I would much rather retreat to a rural Hellenic 
space and tend to my chickens, goats and garden.] 


s 

Cesar Vallejo, Pablo Neruda, Cesare Pavese, Paul Eluard, Louis Aragon, 
Kostas Vamalis, Giannis Ritsos, Nazim Hikmet, Faiz Ahmad Faiz, Nicolas 
Guillen, Vladimir Mayakovsky,... at least your Hearts were in the Right 
Place!,... and you wrote some great Poetry (and prose) too!!!... 

"Hay golpes en la vida, tan fuertes... j Yo no se!" belongs to all people, 
irrespective of Race, Colour or Creed... that's why I Love that Poet and the 
Way he Puts it!!!... 

The criticisms and critique of White Christian Patriarchal Heterosexual 
Phallocentric Oedipal Males (Men) are often spot-on. The problem (beauty of it 
all) is that Females (Women), Blacks (Negroes), Homosexuals (Transexuals), 
Mohammedans (Muslims), Jews (Hebrews, Israelites) are not Sacred (Holy, 
Untouchable). They are subject to criticism (critique) too. 

From the strictly scientific point of view, Sexism (however defined), Racism 
(however defined), Christophobia (however defined), Anti-Semitism and Anti- 
Zionism (however defined), Islamophobia (however defined), Heterophobia 
(however defined), Homophobia (however defined), etc., etc., etc., are just as 
permissible or not persmissible, just as good or bad (evil),... as Love, Hate, 
Peace, War, Co-operation, Conflict, Dialogue, Violence, Genocides, Population 
Explosions,... Whoever says the Truth shall not Necessarily Win... Whoever can 
Impose the Truth, Wins,... until his (her, its) Time is Up,... and Loses,... 





If we agree that Values are Relative, based on the historical evidence, then, it's a 
question of Power, and essentially, nothing else... 

Personally, I'm sticking to the Old Definitions of what it means to be a Man, a 
Woman, a Greek, an Australian, an American, an Englishman, a Canadian, a 
Frenchman, an Italian, a German, a Spaniard, a Russian, normal, abnormal,... 
But I DO REALISE, that most, the vast majority of people nowadays, are 
following (and contributing to the making of the) New... So Be It... I can still try 
to Steal some moments of Joy, here and there,... my Long March, my Guerrilla 
War, has been going on since my Birth, "anyways"... and "YouZ" CAN'T 
separate me from my Ancestors in my Heart, Mind, Spirit,... they've left too 
much Culture and History behind of which I am aware, enjoy, cultivate and 
LOVE... 

If every Concept has a Counter-Concept, every Identity an Anti-Identity, and if 
every Anti-Sexism a Sexism (e.g. against Males (increasing Female Power 
against Male Power)), every Anti-Racism a Racism (e.g. against Whites 
(increasing Black Power against White Power)), every Anti-Homophobia a 
Homophilia/mania (increasing Homosexual Power against Heterosexual 
Power), every Anti-Islamophobia an Islamophilia/mania (e.g. increasing 
Muslim (Mohammedan) Power against Christian Power or Buddhist Power or 
Hindu Power or Confucian Power), every Anti-Anti-Semitism a Pro-Semitism 
or Pro-Zionism (e.g. increasing Semitic, Jewish, Zionist Power against Gentile, 
Christian, Hellenic,... Power),... etc., etc., etc., then the only actual Anti- 
Racist and Anti-Sexist and Anti-Phobic and Jew/Gentile-neutral position, 
etc., etc., etc., which accords with empirical reality and which applies to All 
Humans regardless of Sex and Race and Sexual Orientation and Religious 
Belief, etc., etc., etc., is the social relation (with its spectrum and mechanism), 
the political (society as political collective), man (or [wo]man[trans]) / Identity 
in Culture in Nature with universal Rationality/Understanding on the quest for 
(less) Power and or more Power, in relation to the Friend/Foe spectrum, and or 
Death. [In the "search for Equality", as is to be expected from Power-Hungry 
Humans, there is no Way to find the "Right Balance", and that is why one form 
of "oppression" becomes another form of "oppression", with the Struggle 
deciding the Outcome and the respective Positions of respective Individuals and 



Groups,... until the next Struggle and Outcome and....... until...] [E.g.... why on 

earth a relatively White Female, probably Queer something or other and 
childless or with one (mixed-race) child, with Green Hair, and Obese, and 
highly Misandrist, would be more interested in saving (Blue) (Fin) Whales than 
the (Scottish) (Irish) (British) (English) (sub-)Race(s) of her Great-Grandmother 
is something I can't possibly ever agree with, but can fully understand, because 
Values are Relative, and a Full Stomach in a technologically advanced, 
massified and atomised, society, leads to Values... Pericles or Demosthenes or 
any Ancient Chinese or Japanese Warrior-Philosopher/Poet would have found 
absolutely, and utterly INSANE, but more likely absolutely, and utterly 
UNTHINKABEE AND UNSPEAKABLE... and vice versa...] 


The difference between You and Me, Imbecile, is about 10 to 20 years of studying 
the ''right” 

books... 


The only step on the path to some wisdom, is never forgetting one's own retardism, 
or that 

other men (and women) far wiser, have been through Mind 
Hell, for far longer, too... 


When I think of Dante and Cervantes and Shakespeare and 
Dostoyevsky and... I feel disgusted at 

the Morons who claim that reaching Art is like going to the 
toilet... 



Did not the great Bunuel say something "not very nice” about accepting 
awards 

(from particular places)? (“Nothing would disgust me more morally than winning 
an Oscar. ”)... 

[I like or even admire John Cassavetes... I absolutely adore 
and IDOLISE "The Quiet Man"...] 


"Life is Full of Disappointments" (The Glueman)... make sure 
you also watch one of English High Culture's Greatest 
Moments, in my own subjective estimation, "The Life and 
Death of Colonel Blimp" (1943)... 

"The Jazz Singer" (1927) shows us the Tragedy of the inter- 
generational Conflict between (relative) Tradition and 
(relative) Novelty; the Victory of the latter; the crudely and 
aggressively Racist manner (Fashion) of the early Melting Pot 
of both Co-opting as well as Demeaning Black (and Jewish) 
Heritage,... which after a number of decades has been 
converted from a Legal and legally enforced "Equality" with 
Blacks (and Jews), into a crudely and aggressively AutoRacist 
and Racist Attack on relatively White (Christian-Pagan- 
Secular) Heritage and Identity (along with commensurate 
Negro-Worship and Jew-Worship - as if They "somehow" 
never DO anything Wrong - only Others "do wrong"; as if 
They "somehow " are beyond Criticism and Investigation; as if 
They "somehow" Alone Suffered - as if millions and millions 
and millions of (Christian) Whites haven't suffered throughout 
History,... including from Mohammedans (and Jews, and Sub- 
Saharan Africans who supported or were Muslims - and I am 
not saying that Jews and Muslims and "People of Colour" 
have not suffered because of relatively White Christians, 



Retard!!!)... Christophobia, Caucasiophobia, Anti- 
Christianism,... (Misandry, Homodisgust, Islamocaution, 
Zioawareness, Negrowariness,...)... it's all Word Games and 
Control of the Narrative... Public Discourse...)... Personally, I 
love "The Jazz Singer"... Al Jolson is Brilliant, and I really 
Feel Sympathy, tremendous Sympathy, for his Father... But 
Reality Says: Stiff! It's Over!... and it's On Again!!! [Because I 
love my (relative) Traditions, I can appreciate someone of the 
Other who loves Theirs, particularly when Both Traditions 
have not insignificant Common Ground, apart from the not 
inconsiderable Differences]... [The less said about Che 
Guevara and his views on Women, Negroes and 
Homosexuals,... the Better... says Someone who wants to Have 
his Cake... and to Eat It Too... So many "Leftists", 

"Communists", "Marxists" Today seem to forget or simply do 
not know at all what Marx and Engels thought about Mass 
(Illegal) Immigration and the Use and Abuse of Foreign 
Labourers, Proletarians, Workers, Tailors,... Scabs... 

"Workers of the World Unite" did not ever mean "Workers of 
the World Lose Your Ethnic Tribal Homelands by Being 
Flooded by the Other"...] tAft er the advent of the Industrial (and French- 

" equality") Revolution, it was inevitable that the Scale of (or the Scale's Capacity 
for) Killing and Slaughtering, Massacring would generally Increase... just as it is 
Inevitable that Killing and Slaughtering, Massacring will Never Go Away...] 


Every Social Formation, Bar None, Contains Within IT (fuf also in view of 

any Interactions) with Weeds from Without), the Seeds and 
Weeds of its Own Eventual Destruction and or (Substantial) 
Transformation (whilst also retaining (transformed) Elements 
of Continuity). The Heterogony of Ends. 



There is no essential Good or Bad; there is no (hypostatised) Essence (Substance) 
"Good" or (hypostatised) Essence (Substance) "Bad"; there are only Societies, 
People, Individuals and Groups of Individuals, who and which interact with one 
another, and/or influence one another, and/or attract one another, and/or repel one 
another, and/or overlap with one another, and/or Co-operate with one another, 
and/or come into Conflict with one another - all in various forms, manners, 
shapes,... to various degrees, extents,... both ideationally and or physcially, as the 
case may be... Joy and Grief, Smart and Stupid, a man-made Good and a man¬ 
made Bad, (relative) Friendship and (relative) Enmity, Life (Self-Preservation) and 
Death (Self-Sacrifice and the statistically very, very small number of Suicides ("for 
no apparent social reason")),... to All... belong... as does Nature, Society, Culture, 
Identity, Understanding, Rationality, the Political (as Interaction of all Interactions 
ensuring some kind of social Coherence and social Order), and Power (as non¬ 
physical and or physical Dominance (Domination, Authority, Imperative Control, 
Ruling over Others), as (potential) Violence up to War, as ..., ...),... Causation and 
the specific, concrete Situation,... Quantitative Difference does NOT equal 
Qualitative Difference... only Ethicists (i.e. Normative Thinkers) Confuse their 
Desires, Dreams, Fantasies, Power-Claims and Power Lust,... with the Description 
and Explanation of Reality (to the Extent that is possible)... Norms, Power-Claims 
and Lust for Power, Ethics and Ideology are Inevitable. Hence, as far as social 
Action is concerned, GOD (and metaphysics) (not defined strictly as in the case of 
the Great World Religions) - in whatever Shape, Guise or Form - is also Inevitable 
(at least for the vast majority of People), even if just in the wishful thinking of 
"atheists" who say: "live, and let live",... "love one another",... "we are all 
people",... "we are all humans",... 



The hypostatisation of Good and Evil, the (highly) selective (or no or simply 
wrong) use of (historical) material and sources, (wanting to) tell(ing) people what 
to do,... ensure the common pattern of behaviour of the common ideologue and 
bearer of (severe) mental incapacity, no matter whether relatively sophisticated and 
polite (with perfect grammar and spelling), or relatively crude and rude (whilst 
making a dog's breakfast out of the language)... 

Scientific observation is not about Love or Hate. It's about observing Love and 
Hate on all sides. It's scientific observation. 

"Misogyny" is an Ideological Weapon used by Dumb Women against Men (or 
Women) who make Observations of Lacts that the Cretins cum Normative 
Programme LEEL and think annoys them, i n order to Conceal Very Real 

Power Claims. 

"Racism" is an Ideological Weapon used by Retards in General against People who 
make Observations of Facts that Morons cum Normative Programme FEEL and 
think disturbs them, [ n order to Conceal very Real Power Claims. 

"Homophobia" is an Ideological Weapon used by FruitLoops against People who 
make Observations of Facts that Imbeciles cum Normative Programme FEEL and 
think irritates them, [ n order to Conceal very Real Power Claims. 

"Islamophobia" is an Ideological Weapon used by Simpletons against People who 
make Observations of Facts that Fools cum Normative Programme FEEL and think 
angers them, [ n order to Conceal very Real Power Claims. 

"Anti-Semitism" is an Ideological Weapon used by Jerks against People who make 
Observations of Facts that Schmucks cum Normative Programme FEEL and think 
plagues them, in order to Conceal very Real Power Claims. 


Often, when one hears or reads criticisms of there being a 
"lack of sophistication" in certain kinds of thought, the Moron 
usually levelling such criticisms or engaging in her (its, his) 
critique has yet to graduate from Kindergarten (in terms of 



emancipating one's own mind from one's own Power-Soaked 
Moral Perspiration and deodorant-resistant Cretinism)... 


From Love with Christian (ethno-centric (even racialistic) 
and or universalistic, patriarchal) morals, to Love with 
"degenerate" and universalistic morals... the Slogan always 
comes with Morals... 


Dedicated to my special Angel (kop’ At/cAco) 

In Partie de campagne, Jean Renoir appears in the kitchen having made, and 
whilst serving, an omelette. The greatest artists, the greatest thinkers, the 
greatest creators are basically the greatest cooks in their respective kitchens... 
when Tolstoy and Papadiamantis (Orthodox literature’s highest peaks and 
Absolute Summits) knew that “they were done” they became Religion... 
Kondylis, before dying, apparently had planned to visit Hagion Oros... 
Fortunately, before turning 50,1 saw the Light. I am with them 

now L’Av 5ev sixov xf)v AMkt) Bouyioui<MKr| oxfi (^cop |xou, hoxec; 5ev 0a eyvcopi^a xdv riavayicbxr|vXaXKo 
kov5i31t|v»)... 


Thus spake the Voice of Value Freedom... 



Oh! Where You stand today, You normatively lunatic savage disgusting Midget! I once stood. 
But one day, after many Moons of Suffering, I awoke, and from Your Territory, I departed, 
and journeyed into the realm of Science, and found Peace in a Cave, for all is ultimately 
Nothing... though we can (defend and) enjoy some sort of Culture along the Way, when we 
put on, dress up in, our (given and chosen) Identity... 


Outside of the Cave of Value Freedom... 

"What you are essentially telling me with your Vile Ethics in the name of the Common 
Good (of Humanity) is that You want to impose Your values upon My values, so that You 
can Dominate Me,you Power-hungry repulsive Maniac!"... 


Sermon Hatched in the Cave and Given on the Mount 

And the monkey emerged from the swamp and he was the Swamp 
Monkey, of the Swamp Monkey Society, which then found Nature’s 
Sewer, and covered in Piss, Shit, Blood, Vomit and Tears, in huge 
Bursts of Violence, Agony and Pain, made Culture out of what was 
Interesting and in the light of Good (Lamb and Angel) and Evil (Wolf 
and Serpent), experienced Ecstasy and Fear, and therein was born 
Man. And Man was many Men and Women who with Language and 
Rationality Struggled, Loved and Hated, and Reproduced, and began 
to deal systematically with, and even clean, the Piss, Shit, Blood and 
Vomit, but Man could never stop the Valley of Tears, despite enjoying 
Humour, nor the Violence, even though the Violence, on the whole, 
began to Abate, at least from time to time and from Situation to 
Situation, and Man looked above and saw Gods and God and refined 
Ideology and felt He and his fellow-thinkers knew Everything (just as 
all the anti-thinkers thought), but kept being shaken by Conflict and 
War, Change and the Other, with and from and to whom Man mixed, 
learnt, mingled, stole, gave,... but also fought as he had always fought 
with Himself and other Men like Him, and whilst generally preferring 
Culture and its Cultivation, Peace (even most of the Wise Warriors 
amongst Man had such a preference), Man could never get rid of 
Conflict and War, always telling others of his Kin and Tribe and the 
Other, wherever he interacted with Him more than just in 
passing, what to think , what to do, and all that remained Constant 



was False Consciousness - since at times Man could not even Control 
his Women or his Deviants, the in-group Other, nor could he Control 
the out-group Other,... especially in times of Less Hunger and 
Disease - and all that remained Constant was also Identity, Meaning 
and Understanding, which changed their Content, including Colours, 
and the Strongest of Muscle and or of Mind and Spirit always won, 
regardless of level of Technology, the kind of Social Disciplining, the 
Culture and the Arrangement of the Colours, Always until one man 
lost and someone else won, and so on and so forth, until there were 
no Humans... and Power returned to Energy in Nature, the Universe, 
Nothing... 

And the Retard was the only (Woe-)Man who was Present from the 
Beginning until the End... Amen... 


When I told the Retard that I am a Greek like Achilles was a Greek and my 
Jewish friend Sam is a Jew like Abraham was a Jew, the Retard laughed. 

The Retard also spake: “That is all nationalistic mythology and crap 

And I looked at the Retard with Sadness as to how low the level of intelligence 
can be in a human and told him: 

“See that Aboriginal over there, Retard! Relative to that Aboriginal, Retard, 
who is a human being, very much defeated by Time and the Other, Retard, the 
way I look and the way I think through my mother tongue and the way I worship 
through the Orthodox Church (Ekklesia) puts me in a group relative to Achilles 
(or in the case of Sam, relative to Abraham) that excludes the Aboriginal, as I 
am, relatively speaking, excluded from Sam’s group, and as my good friend 
Sam is excluded from mine, as we both are excluded from the Aboriginal's 
group, no matter to what extent myths, falsehoods, ideologies are mixed with 
biological, cultural, historical, factual realities - both the myths and the factual 
realities, however, do exist! And exist they must! ” 



And the Retard, because he was more Ideologue than Retard, and had half a 
brain, understood, and hung his head in Shame and left because he had been so 
Stupid, and never spoke to me again, for Retardism means company with other 
Retards... [By the way, I forgot to also mention my Indian friend Raj (and 
Vishnu-Brahma-Shiva), my Chinese friend Wang Wei (and Confucius-Mencius- 
Lao-Tzu), my very good Vietnamese friend Mr. Tai (and Tran HungDao- 
Nguyen Du-Duy Khanh), my Italian buddy Giuseppe (and Dante-Garibaldi- 
Vittorio de Sica (e Sophia Loren, mamma mia!)), my Japanese friend Daisuke 
(and Bashd-Ozu-Mizoguchi (as well as my Celluloid Angels: Setsuko Hara and 
Kinuyo Tanaka)), my Argentinian amigo Alfredo (and Piazzolla-Che Guevara- 
Maradona), and my Australian mate Bruce (and Captain Cook-Ned Kelly - 
Strop), but things would have gotten too complicated, and simplicity has its 
benefits...] 


You Sir! A half-breed self-described Comanche-Kraut! I, the Ghost-Dancer, 
salute your Nobility! For You know of Power and Power’s Ways and know that 
today’s Victory is tomorrow’s Defeat, and that the Arrogant and most 
Ascendant will eventually fall into the Canyon of their Doom! 


“Sex ” is a scien tific term which refers to the biological basis for the two basic 
categories of humans across all races and for the human race as opposed to 
non-human animals: males (men) and females (women). “Gender”, could be 
thought of as just referring to masculine/ feminine/neuter in grammar, or as just 
meaning “sex ”, but nowadays is used and weaponised as an ideologically 
charged mass-democratic term, launched in the 1950s, to ideologic ally - 
emotionally, and to a certain or great extent in practice, equalise "abnormality 
and (mental) illness" with biologically based normality and traditional sex- 
differentiated roles. Of course, human culture is, like human identity, plastic 
and malleable, so a whole society is quite capable of believing in a whole host 
of inanities (at least as they appear inane to the more Traditional Eye), and 
define normality and abnormality (sanity and insanity), or decency and bigotry, 
any which way it pleases, as well as participating in a whole range of social 



action unthinkable in the past or in other societies, as long as a particular 
normative programme and vision is served - the (potential) ways of humans as 
content, i.e. their behaviour and action in specific cultural circumstances, are 
literally innumerable, uncountable, infinite. Similarly, “islamophobia ” was 
launched as a term of public political-ideological discourse in the 1970s-2000s 
because of certain U.S.-centred anti-Russian geopolitical goals in Central Asia, 
the Balkans and the Middle East (under the Spykman-Zbigniew Brzezinski 
doctrines or standpoints, with such U.S.-centred geopolitical goals intertwining 
with Sunni and/or Muslim Brotherhood and/or Saudi etc. Islamism, a 
comparatively very strong Israel lobby), as well as owing to certain 
immigration and other programmes. Again, the context of Western mass 
democracy was the key for the acceptance by politicians, the elites and masses 
of voters and or consumers of these terms. Science does not choose between 
normative programmes. The normative programme which prescribes e.g. that 
homosexuals can marry and that children can choose their gender from 
Primary School is just as describable and explainable as the normative 
programme which wants to expel all Mohammedans and ban all public displays 
of degeneracy... 


If females are generally, but not and never absolutely and exclusively, apart 
from having less upper body strength than males (yet have more overall 
physical strength in one sense, even though they have overall far less 
mental/spiritual strength to wage bloody physical war etc.), more interested 
from an early age in faces/people, and males in things, as well as there being 
marked mean-level evolutionary-biological-sex-based differences in vocal 
characteristics, skeletal morphology, body fat distribution, physical aggression, 
early violent death, reproductive variance, pubertal timing, childbirth, nursing, 
menopause, which may or may not, but very probably do, have an impact on a 
whole series of psychological attributes and differences between the sexes 
which no amount of "social experimentation " or "socialisation " can always and 
everywhere "adjust" or "equalise" (in any event, no society can possibly 
function long-term based on "social experimentation " - the basics of food, 
clothing, shelter NEED to be SECURED, and NOTHING exists "taken for 
granted", apart from DEATH, forever), etc. etc. etc. (see or cf. Angus Bateman, 
John Maynard Smith, W. D. Hamilton, Robert Trivers (cited by Kondylis, but 
not re: sex), Simon Baron-Cohen, James Thompson, Stuart Ritchie, West 
Hunter, Archer & Lloyd (2002), Fraye & Walp off (1985), Geary 2010, Lippa 
(2005), Low (1998), Mealey (2000), Ellis (1996), van den Berghe (1990), J. 
Peterson, C. Paglia, et al.), and if people in general are more inclined to 
relatively religious-emotional, rather than relatively scientific-dispassionate, 
kinds of thinking, then it is no surprise that so far over many years only a 
relatively small number of males, as far as I can tell, have contacted me 



regarding Kondylis’s thought. This does not mean that women, or people of 
mostly African origin (Negroids or Congoids as opposed to Mongoloids and 
Caucasoids) for that matter, who apparently have (personally, I know NOT) 
lower mean levels of intelligence (and impulse control, and higher mean levels 
of criminality, even when accounting for social status/class/education 
disadvantages) than various sub-groups of non-Negroids (cf A. Jensen, R. Lynn 
(discredited? if so, re: what?), R.J. Herrnstein, H. Nyborg, Ch. Murray, M. 
Levin, J. Ph. Rushton, et al.) [Question and possible Paradox: how can people 
ofb race be less intelligent than people ofw race when the former is 
undergoing a population explosion world-wide giving it the biological basis for 
survival for centuries or millennia to come, whereas the latter is partially, 
virtually or fidly, perhaps or probably, "genociding itself out of existence (i.e. 
committing (auto)genocide (to and on itself)) within a century or two (apart 
from letting a particular group h or j wield grossly disproportionate (forms of) 
power (and influence) over it)?], are incapable of appreciating Kondylis's 
thought, but it does seem to confirm my hypothesis that it is less likely a woman 
(ora Negroid) would be interested in Kondylis’s writings... yet again, there are 
literally millions and millions and millions,... of women and "black or brown 
and yellow non-Whites" and "Whites" who are far more intelligent than I could 
ever possibly be... [Kondylis never referred to "-oicls", but did mention 
European imperialism's crude racism, whilst clearly indicating that races, 
peoples and ethne, though difficult to define, in fact (often) requiring a case-by¬ 
case, situation-specific analysis, definitely exist...]... [With humans sharing 
about up to 96-98+% of their DNA with chimpanzees (Great Apes), up to 90% 
with cats, etc., etc., etc., depending on what is being analysed and taken into 
account, it cannot possibly be surprising that relatively small (miniscule) 
genetic differences between the sexes and races can lead to considerable mean 
disparities, differences in bell curves, etc., etc., etc.. Environmental and Social 
Factors should never be underestimated or discounted, but vice versa too.] 

[ Extreme Racism : If the U.S.A. in 1950 was about 88% relatively (Christian- 
Secular-Anglo-Irish-European) White, and in 2050 will be e.g. about 48% or 
58% or... relatively (largely non-Christian) White; if Great Britain, Australia, 
Italy, Greece, Germany, France,... were about 98% or 88%, as the case may be, 
relatively native historically indigenous White, and will be 78% or 58% or 
48%... if Israel/Palestine in 1900 was about 10% Jewish, in 1960 almost 90% 
and in 2050 will be about 70-80%(?), all in a Century (1950-2050) of Massive 
Official Anti-Racism (when the Black population in the U.S.A. actually 
increased from about 10% to around 12-14%), THEN we are talking about a 
century of EXTREME (ANTI-WHITE and ANTI-CHRISTIAN) RACISM 
and DISCRIMINATION (Christians were a majority in Palestine/Israel from 
the 5th century to the 11th century A.D.... by the 12th to the 14th century 
Mohammedans were the overwhelming majority... until 1946-1948 when more 



than a million non-Jews "left", and between 1930 to 1960 nearly two million 
Jews "poured in"...)...] 


Value freedom (i.e.free of ethical and religious = all normative values) is not 
so much a question of higher or lower intelligence but more so a question of 
consistently separating Is from Ought... i.e. it is primarily a question of 
intellectual discipline... 

[An early statement suggesting non-normative value freedom (sociology with 
"criteria beyond ethics, aesthetics etc.") is to be found in von Wiese, Allgemeine 
Soziologie als Lehre von den Beziehungen und Beziehungsgebilden der 
Menschen, 1924-1929, but apparently formulated before (?) Weber (?) c. 1900 - 
c. 1910 (?) (see Kondylis, P., Das Politische und der Mensch, S. 295 - "Science 
as a Vocation" was first published in 1919, and first given as a lecture in 1917).] 


Social conditions undoubtedly often play a crucial role in determining Group 
outcomes, but also crucial can be biological inheritance, as well as individual 
effort. If it was just "social" and never "biological", why e.g. is the N.B.A. and 
elite track events the way they are when millions of White youth play basketball 
and engage in track events? Why are Physics, Chemistry, Physiology/Medicine, 
Economics, Engineering, etc. at the highest levels distinctly lacking in the racial 
group which dominates the N.B.A and elite track events, as well as in Females? 
Why are Women only capable of naturally giving birth? Why are men generally 
naturally and potentially far better and stronger elite Warriors? Blind Faith in 
"Equality" is simply Blind Faith in "God" of yesteryear... It is a Luxury in a 
Society in which its people do not have to, in the main, Labour physically for, or 
rather in producing their own Food, Clothing, Shelter,... The Ultimate Group 
Decadence in the Social Welfare State is the Demand that People of Group B 
"deserve" x, y, zfrom Group W because the People of Group B could not be 
bothered, or are not capable of, Working Hard and Intelligently for their 
Standard of Living... and the REASON: "institutional bias" of some kind or 
another, someone else is always to blame, and NEVER because I am Lazy and 
or relatively Stupid, and because I want a Whole Lot of Stuff without Doing 
Much or Anything to get it (which of course also applies to Groups of all racial- 
religious-etc. backgrounds)... And certainly those who "speak in the name of..." 
and have "the Highest of Ideals"... in practice, look after themselves and their 
Circle very well indeed... [It seems to me that "Feminists" tend to overlook that 
after a number of decades of "Feminism", men continue to do most or (nearly) 
all of the "dirty work" so that Western Mass Democracy can Continue to 
Function - from the building and maintenance of Homes, Buildings, Roads, 
Bridges, (War) Machines and (High) Technology, Cars, Buses, Trucks, Planes, 



Ships, Power (Telecommunications and other) Grids,... to the Driving of Trucks, 
the Captaining of Ships,... Plumbing, Electricity, Gas, Heating, Cooling,... 
Farming... Natural Resource Extraction and Distribution,... and the Waging of 
Wars and the Provision of Domestic (nowadays to a lesser extent than in the 
past) and International Security. That Women have mostly Achieved, at least 
relative to the past, 'Equality", apart from e.g. being Doctors or (certain kinds 
of physical-biological (laboratory)) Scientists (but not Engineers,...), in the 
Dissemination of Lies, Propaganda and Nonsense in the Mass Media, Mass 
Education, Academia, Entertainment,... and that Western Women (with Men of 
course), as Hedonistic (Super-)Consumers and Travellers, have to a great 
extent Outsourced the Birthing of Children to Alien Women and the Legal and 
Illegal Migrants of non-Western Women with the Expectation that "the World 
Order" will at the very least "always remain the same" and even "Get Better" in 
terms of Western Women's Participation amongst the Elites (in Government 
Positions in Countries where they are Still UnderRepresented, in Corporate 
Board Rooms, which Require Extremely Long Hours of Highly Competitive 
Confrontation and or Overseeing of Innovation, etc.). We can and will also 
mention that a lot of the "Fashion" Women (and Men) Consume - as if it is 
Really Necessary to Change and or Add to Clothes and Shoes on a Weekly or 
Monthly Basis, is the Product of the Labour of non-Western Women, Children 
and Men in "Third World Sweat-Shops" or "Hell-Holes" - but that apart from 
some Moral Posturing and a bit of Tokenism, we have NOT seen (and shall 
NEVER see) any Substantial Movement of Western Women who want to "Trade 
Places" with their mostly Asian (and Latin American and African) "Sisters". 

And if in certain countries the OverRepresentation of Members of a Particular 
Tribe in the Mass Media and Entertainment, Academia, Banking and Finance, 
other Very Big Business, Government, the (upper echelons of) Law and 
Medicine, the Receiving of Noble and other Prizes, etc. is not or is very little to 
be attributed to "in-Group Tribal Networking", then that means there are not 
inconsiderable Differences in Intelligence, Talent, Work-Ethic, etc. between 
Groups (Religions, Ethne, Cultures and or Races) - and I wonder why People 
would "Rather not Talk about that"...] [Once,... Machiavelli, Hobbes, La 
Mettrie, et al.,... had to be "silenced" because Power and the "Lack of God and 
Ethics" were "not to be talked about"... whereas today, do not talk about the 
WQ, BQ, HQ, MQ or the JQ... or Power (in wholesale, not selective, terms)... 
and if you DO, particularly if you do so in a relatively balanced andfactually- 
causally accurate manner, then... SILENCE...] 


You wouldn't be so smart, neither would I, if things started becoming again 
something like a process on the Way... back and forward... to a "Quest for 
Fire"... [see that movie, do some more research, read History and about how all 
kinds ofpeople(s) have lived, toiled, suffered and triumphed and decayed and 



DIED,... actually grow a, and use your, Brain, and then shut "the fuck" up, 
particularly about the "falsehood of God" (that may be empirically so when 
seen as a separate ontological entity; but as a symbol of existential ideational- 
ideological necessity...), and especially about "oppression"... (dedicated to a 
really good Greek: Giannis Papamichael - the social psychologist, not the 
useless son of the great Greek movie legend actor, and of that Brightest of 
Stars, Forever our Inspiration, Always in our Dreams... dydnrj poo...)... (I also 
happen to be a useless son of great, and humble, antecedents)...] 

"In the name of humanity" anyone can pick and choose their "genocide of the 
day". It's funny or rather, an incontrovertible fact, how certain genocides are 
"more equal" than others, and sometimes feature as the "genocide of (nearly) 
every day" whilst others are not even mentioned... because they "never 
happened"... d-hqOeio... [strictly speaking, "genocide" means the killing of the 
entire Genos, which of course is (very) often not the case, and "genocide" in 
reality means "mass slaughter" etc.. But, concepts DO tend to be used in loaded 
and or heavily ideological or ideologising (power-claim-based) fashions, e.g. as 
in today's use of the terms "liberal" or "conservative", "democracy", "hate”, 
"love", "bigotry", "racism", etc. - and that's never going to change. In fact, 
things might even get worse... to the point of "Orwellian" MADNESS and 
CONTROL...] 


I once had an elderly neighbour, a travel agent, Mr. Pollack: always 
impeccably dressed, always with a beret and one of those 19th century 
moustaches which curl around at its ends, always polite to others without fault; 
Basque, French, Jewish. He fanatically loved that basic national triad of his 
identity notwithstanding that he had chosen to live on the other side of the world 
(God knows what he had been through or what he had seen in Europe in the 
1930s and 1940s like millions and millions and millions of other Europeans; he 
generally kept quiet about the third of those national(-religious) identities 
though (in fact, my father didn't realise he was, apart from French and Basque, 
also Jewish, until Mr. Pollack's funeral, which he, shocked, attended, whilst 
complying of course with certain matters of religious etiquette); yet Mr. Pollack 
also fanatically loved WOMEN, and showed it too! To my mother he would 
frequently say: "You know Julieeeee, I am Basque!!! I am French!!!" - and his 
eyes would fill with tears whenever he thought of the Motherland, the 
Fatherland). When on the television, daily viewing included the "Free Nelson 
Mandela” show, including many, many, many dancing people singing of a very 
dark complexion, my Basque-French-Jewish neighbour kept complaining about 
"the monkeeeee!" whilst raising his arms in a manner reminiscent of someone in 
a Charlie Chaplin silent motion picture yelling "Fire! Fire! Fire!". That seemed 



at the time like a very crude and offensive thing to do. I wondered why he would 
be saying such things. Such a bright, polite, charming gentleman. Nowadays, I 
wonder if there is any truth hidden somewhere in that vulgar characterisation of 
"fellow human beings", and whether that truth is telling us anything... 

A Day in Court (Or: Second Reading) 

Sitting at the Bar Table, waiting for my turn to address Judge P., who happened 
to be of a particular Tribal extraction and identity, but who also was probably 
the most polite, decent and even-handed Justice I had ever come across (as we 
all know, life experience tells us that the various "psychological types" are to be 
found amongst all races, colours, creeds, religions, sexes, "genders", 
persuasions, family and "lifestyle" group formations or individual life 
stances...), and whilst a solicitor Black Person from South Africa, and "new 
Australian " was addressing the Court, I heard someone whispering again and 
again "Go Away!, "Go Home!". I turned around and saw another Solicitor, 
from rural Victoria, who was directing not inconsiderable anger towards the 
black African-"Australian" solicitor. I didn't like what he was doing, gave "the 
Kangaroo Skippy Bastard" a really dirty "greazeball" look - he and what he 
was whispering were both annoying and Extremely Rude and also seemed Very 
Unfair, given that the black solicitor was always pleasant to deal with, serious, 
generally nice and overall a gentleman in the best sense of the word. On the 
other hand, I can understand where the "real Australian " was coming from, for 
I too was born and grew up under the (effects of the) "White Australia Policy" 
(which distinguished in practice at ground level between Anglo Australians and 
Germanic or Southern European "Australians", let alone between the former 
and Asian or African or Middle Eastern "Australians "), and in retrospect 
probably seems like a very sensible policy in terms of keeping social and 
cultural-aesthetic cohesion, as well as social trust, at a fairly high level. 
However, that policy has been well and truly abandoned, whilst in South Africa, 
de facto and or de jure, there is now very much a "Black South Africa"policy in 
place, and knowing something about Black Africa, there can and does often 
exist a lot of (intense, even aggressive) racialism and racism between relatively 
black people, many of whom are still very relatively tightly tribal, just as 
humans have been for probably 90+% or 99.9+% of the time Homo Sapiens 
have existed for about 200,000 years, or whatever period of time is correct. 

When Jack Benny in Lubitsch's masterpiece "To be or not to be" keeps saying 
"So they call me Concentration Camp Ehrhardt", I always laugh, because it 
seems hilarious. In reality though, Concentration Camps are not funny at all, 
and a society which decides to move away from relatively high levels of social 
(and cultural-aesthetic) cohesion and social order, and progressively becomes 
more and more of a Jungle (e.g. has, INTER ALIA, gangs of Sudanese and 
Somali youth terrorising and maiming families and individuals in their homes 
with machete, Animal and Rape Violence when once such phenomena were 



unheard of), then eventually, either relatively soon, or after many decades or 
even longer, Forces of Law and Order might, but not necessarily, be unleashed, 
including possibly in relation to ScapeGoats and or Groups which hold 
positions of Power amongst their elite grossly disproportionate to their 
percentage of the overall population,... and if such Forces are not Unleashed, 
then the Jungle will eventually probably increasingly become Darker, Darker, 
Darker,... until there is no Society of Humans anymore... and Man's Struggle 
with Nature results in the latter's Victory, which in the End is probably, and was 
probably always, Bound to Happen, one way or another... 

"Irrational" 

Pointing out that one doesn't like the look of all those particular Tribal Faces in 
positions of Power, Authority, Influence,... is "irrational" only if one is giving 
"rationality" a particular ethical-cultural/aesthetic content (e.g. "racism" as 
pertaining to equality of formal legal and property and social rights, but not 
equality as to (non-White/Male/Christian) group power accumulation and 
concentration in the Real World - oh, how very convenient!!!). Every Position 
starts Ultimately from what is Irrational (i.e. Culture, as Group Existence, and 
the individuals born into it give a basic world-theoretical or world view 
framework of Good and Evil, Truth (Real) and Lie (Fake), Friend and Foe, etc., 
which can and often does differ to other societies in History (if not in the 
present) as well as internally regarding opposing ideologies, and no 
Culture/Society has every convinced any other opposed Culture/Society/ 
ideologies of the "rational basis" for their own Fundamental World 
View/ideology... and NEVER WILL). Rationality is something all people engage 
in once the basic aforementioned world-theoretical Parameters and particular 
ideological positionings have been set, and whether people are logically 
consistent or not becomes the real basis for whom is actually being irrational. 
And I, for the life of me, cannot see how it is necessarily "rational" to preach 
Equality, to point out e.g. "the lack of Women and People of Colour" in 
Departments of Philosophy at Universities, whilst being a person of a particular 
ethnic/religious background and saying absolutely NOTHING about the gross 
over-representation of people of your Group in Philosophy Departments, at 
least at Ivy League Institutions... (by the way, societies in the past ascribed 
particular Roles to most Women so that they as societies could Reproduce 
themselves Collectively with fairly high levels of Racial and Cultural 
Continuity, just as most societies have done throughout the whole world over 
many, many thousands of years, notwithstanding Evolution, Technological, 
Economic, and other Cultural, even Religious, Change(s), whilst "People of (the 
black) Colour", until a few decades ago, had NO SIGNIFICANT HISTORY 
WHATSOEVER of written philosophical discourse amongst their elites, and that 
goes back many thousands and thousands and thousands of years before White 



Colonisation... and I thought Academics were meant to be Intelligent... Able to 
Identify Facts and Basic Causality... (and not Cretinous Ideologues)... so why 
do members of a particular religious and or ethnic and or racial group not give 
up their own positions of relative power to more "people of Colour" 

voluntarily? I CUT TO THE CHASE : Why would I want to be ruled by 
Foreigners? = Why would any totally and absolutely rational person want his 
elites to grossly disproportionately consist of people who are, at the very least, 
perceived to be foreign ? Since ancient times, incl. Hebrews themselves, 
peoples have RESISTED, FOUGHT and WAGED WAR against FOREIGN 
RULE!!! THAT SEEMS PERFECTLY RATIONAL TO ME!!! That was the 
whole point of 20th century and previous centuries' wars of NATIONAL 
(TRIBAL) LIBERATION!!! RETARD!!! (Oh, sorry I got carried away there, 
YOU are not "retarded" at all, because YOU very rational !ykeep on 
forgetting to say - it's just a "minor, irrelevant point really" - that your ONE 
WORLD "Open Society, Open Borders, 'Human Rights' Global Village" 
CONCENTRATES Money, Wealth, and all kinds of POWER, GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY into the Hands of Members of a Particular Tribe, 
who of course come in all sorts of shapes and sizes, and who are both of the 
Left and of the Right, etc., etc., etc., but nonetheless still "just happen" to be 
Tribesmen and Tribeswomen of a particular Tribe... oh, my oh my,... what a 
Beautiful, Wonderful World we live in... we'll even get Gumbo to sing to you 
about it...)...] 

Given that many, if not more than many... up to all, human matters (at least 
potentially) lend themselves to causal explanation, to the extent it can be 
proffered, including both social and biological factors, monocausal or any kind 
of reductionism is always a very real danger. There is much that history, 
sociology, psychology, political science, (socio)biology, etc. can offer - social 
ontology (which cannot exist without at least history) leaves it to other 
disciplines to make their situation-specific investigations. On the other hand, 
the disciplines at some point overlap to a great extent with, or even collapse 
into, one another because ultimately we are talking about human (social) 
existence as opposed to the existence of non-human animals. When the races, 
civilisations, nations, peoples, ethne were more separate, perhaps distinctions 
were easier to make and ",stereotypes" had a more solid empirical foundation. 
Nowadays, in many instances social-cultural factors can play a determinative 
role in making up for biological and social-cultural differences that once 
seemed more apparent at first glance... on the other hand, biological 
differences, even if less obvious when investigating social-cultural phenomena 
cannot just be wished away through ideology. The constants, however, always 
remain: society, biology (nature), power, self-preservation, identity, meaning, Is 
and Ought, ideology, normativism, polemics,... description,... 1) the social 
relation both as to its (friend-foe) spectrum, and as to its mechanism 



(understanding, rationality, language), which bring about the endless types of 
(historical-)sociological content; 2) the political as the interaction of all 
interactions achieving social coherence and social order (social disciplining); 
and 3) the anthropological, whereby human nature is culture, with humans 
always being both natural and cultural beings, no matter how much culture can 
shape and control, rule or change nature,... that a society gives the factor of 
"race" or "gender" or "equality”, etc., x ory, etc. importance and or a or b, etc. 
dominant generally binding interpretation is a matter for negotiation and or 
battle in the realm of the political within the social... what however one likes or 
dislikes aesthetically-culturally is ultimately a subjective and personal matter, 
notwithstanding that the liking or disliking is objectively limited to what is on 
offer... quantitative differentiation is a phenomenon separate to qualitative 
differentiation as to differentia specifica defining one genus or type from 
another within specific situational and historical contexts e.g. language as 
opposed to dialects,... and other languages, and dialects,... race as opposed to 
sub-races,... and other races, and sub-races,... as opposed to nation,... 
ethnos/ethne,... as opposed to class, caste,... as opposed to sex, gender,... as 
opposed to conservative, liberal,... as opposed to normal, abnormal,... etc., etc., 
etc.,... [the taxonomy of sub-groups can involve (relative) qualitative and or 
quantitative considerations (e.g. dialect v. language v. another language)... the 
abnormal as exception is in effect (a precondition of the) normal, because 
without the abnormal as exception the normal cannot be defined... in other 
words, a society and or individuals treat a phenomenon as "abnormal" based 
on certain value judgements incl. in relation to the ultimate question of social 
cohesion and social order...]... a concept which, however, cannot be clearly 
defined and becomes so slippery across time eventually loses any meaning as to 
specific distinguishing content and cannot be of any scientific use... e.g. if 
conservative nowadays virtually means nothing, or macro-historically seen, 
very little indeed, gender can just as easily become a matter for individual 
interpretation without being a social fact or phenomenon with group/ collective 
reference and application... wanting to be or being e.g. racialist, racist, a race 
realist, an anti-racist, a part-racist, a moderate racist, an aggressive racist, an 
auto-racist, a self-racist, an ethnopatriot, an ethnoracial patriot, a plain patriot, 
a nationalist, a civic nationalist, a no borders globalist, a some borders 
globalist-part-national patriot, an internationalist, a religious warrior, a hyper¬ 
individualist, a rabid tribalist; a moderate, extreme, militant, situational, anti- 
,... feminist; a non-participant,... a pacifist,... or some combination of the above 
or something else,... etc., etc., etc., is ultimately a choice as to identity and the 
associated with that identity aesthetic and cultural (value) preferences in the 
battles that take place more or less peacefully and or more or less violently 
within the political... 

[Obviously violence existed before video games, so video games cannot have 
been the cause of violence. However, video games might (or might not) 



contribute to increasing, along with a whole host of other factors, the levels and 
or kinds of violence in people of particular age groups, certain individuals, etc., 
but that requires case-specific research. Re: "gun control" - stricter gun control 
laws may or may not decrease mass gun-related killings, but the laws 
themselves mono-causally mean NOTHING. C. 1950 the U.S.A. had relatively 
few mass gun killings, but did have relatively high levels of racial and 
cultural/religious relative homogeneity and relatively high levels of racial 
segregation, but still provided a constitutional "right to bear arms" to its 
citizenry. Moreover, e.g. Mexico of recent years has relatively strict gun control 
laws or at least much lower levels of (official) gun ownership than the U.S.A. 
but has proportionately far higher levels of gun deaths etc.. Of course, e.g., the 
U.K. has far lower levels of gun ownership and gun-related deaths than the 
U.S.A., but has no "constitutional rights culture and history" of gun ownership, 
whereas in recent years in China e.g. there have been mass School Killings 
through Stabbings, i.e. Knife Use, and also in London under ",multi-cultural" 
governance, the knives are out... so.... So, every case needs to be examined as to 
a variety of factors including social cohesion, social trust, social order, social 
disciplining, rights, popular will, etc., and not just mono-causally talking about 
the N.R.A. and "evil" as your average Mass Media Cretin, Retard, Moron and 
Imbecile does... [I wonder why the Mass Media controlled largely by people of 
a certain Tribe never talk about their own GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
forms of Wealth and Power but Hound the N.R.A. so much? I wonder why?...]... 
and of course there's also the ideological and or real dimension of protection 
from government and or foreign abuse as well as protection of hearth and home 
from the invading criminal... literally hundreds, if not thousands, of assaults, 
rapes, burglaries, murders, etc. are probably prevented every year by the mere 
fact that the prospective, now retreating, criminals) know(s) that the 
homeowner has a lethal weapon ready to be used against him/them (I 
personally have heard of, from reliable sources, of many such cases in countries 
with relatively strict gun control and supposedly, or once upon a time, low 
crime rates)...] 


The observation that most or many countries in the world today have a higher 
level of relative racial and or religious homogeneity than most Western 
countries might be, or actually is, correct empirically. The political programme, 
however, of seeking a return to similar demographic and or ideational relative 
homogeneity as existed in the Western world circa 1960, or even 1990, for 
instance, would probably, or certainly, entail a great deal of violence and 
violent upheaval. And in a climate of "Ishop, therefore lam ” and “Live, and 
let live ”, such a political programme is bound to be frowned upon, and quite 
understandably so, at the very least... 



Talk about "populism" and "elitism" is mostly Stupid. Society by definition is 
made up of people and rulers, more or less relatively homogeneous or 
heterogeneous, more or less relatively closed or open... when "populists" or 
"elites” are criticised, it's always with a conception of "good"people and elites 
contrary to the "bad, evil"populists and elites... In the mass media and in most 
of academia, the Retard usually wins... [Demagoguery, Bread and Circuses, 
Pulpit Fire and Brimstone, Mass Media Propaganda, Populism,... it's always 
Leading and or Being Lead as Mutual and Reciprocating Interaction(s) and 
Influence in Uneven and Asymmetrical Relations of Forms of Power, One Way 
or Another...] 

C. 1914-1945, AT STAKE was the European-American carving up of the World. 
In our times, c. 2017, AT STAKE for Germany is trying to stay Relevant in a 
World in which the MAIN PLAYERS: U.S.A., China, Russia, perhaps India,... 
DO NOT include (non-Russian) Europe (unless Germany managed with France 
to UNITE Europe as One GeoPolitically Effective State - thus far, HASN'T 
HAPPENED) - also, there are no longer masses of Ethnic Germans outside of 
the German State who want to be IN the German State. So any talk of a "Return 
to Weimar Republic Days" and any comparisons between most of today's so 
called "Far-Right " parliamentary Parties, which for the most part advocate 
border controls similar to what mass-democratic Social Democracy enforced 
until the 1990s, and when instead of having to Pay Onerous War Reparations 
and of living under Hyper-Inflation, Germany is actually, relatively speaking, 
Monopolising or "Hogging" European Production and Exports to the overall 
productive detriment of many other European countries,... is another SURE 
SIGN of advanced ideologically-infused CRETINISM, MORONISM, 
RETARDISM, IDIOCY and INSUFFERABLE INTELLECTUAL DISABILITY, 
not uncommon in most "journalists", "analysts", "professors", "politicians" and 
other "pundits". [Strictly Speaking, RETARDS, "Nazis" effectively ceased to 
exist in 1945, and "neo-Nazis” generally DON'T get voted into today's 
Parliaments, and IF they DO, they more or less adjust to hedonistic- 
consumeristic mass-democraticparliamentary life(styles) fairly quickly... i.e. 
they get "Co-opted by the System"...] 

Without being an economist, it seems to me that the problem of national debt is 
largely dealt with by means of a country's productivity, access to world trade 
and natural resources, the strength of a nation-state's internal market, exports, 
and perhaps above all, ultimately, militarily-geopolitically... 


Support for relatively open or fully open borders is a choice in favour of 
countries of the First World slipping further into the Third ("Turd") World. 



Such a choice might be rational from the point of view of very Big Business and 
perhaps for elites with Imperial Designs, but constitutes for many a sure sign of 
total detachment from Common Sense, if not a conversion into a state of Full 
Retardism. Ideology is not only a distancing from Reality, but also a distancing 
from Common Sense. In extreme cases, it leads to the applauding of one's own 
Destruction and the Wiping Out of one's own Inheritance. Identity then splits 
completely from recognisable Continuity. [Anyone who has actually lived in a 
"Third World" country amongst the poor(er) locals, and is not drunk on 
Ideology and or has not gone Insane, and who actually saw and felt the PAIN of 
the locals STRUGGLING to SURVIVE on a day-to-day MATERIAL BASIS, and 
with some of them still being able to SMILE, albeit perhaps to camouflage their 
GRIEF, would know automatically immediately that one of the things a 
REALLY PRIVILEGED country needs to do to maintain its First World status, 
is to STRICTLY CONTROL both its population and borders]. 

The people who say they "love everyone" (but probably just really love their 
Narcissistic Selves), and define what "hate" is whilst singling out "those who 
hate”, in actual fact hate, often to Extremes, those who "love less than everyone, 
i.e. groups and individuals as a Part, but not the Whole, of "everyone"", who 
happen to love and hate like (statistically speaking, nearly) ALL PEOPLE do 
(there cannot be love without hate, or hate without love). In other words, if 
someone is telling you what Hate and Hate Speech are, they are simply telling 
you they are Retarded, and or, (extremely) Power Hungry and want to Control 
you (My Love Speech is Your Hate Speech, etc.). Of course, there are a myriad 
of positions in between extreme love and extreme hate, including Indifference, 
but ultimately, one's love is the other's hate and vice versa. If I want to exclude 
X, and you won't let me exclude X, then You are excluding Me from excluding X 
[= an anti-racist is in effect saying that one particular race must cede ground to 
another race, so that the anti-racist is being racist towards that one particular 
race, apart from also forcing one to be racist to oneself, i.e. to one's own race,... 
anti-racism = auto-racism... if one's race (strictly or more loosely defined as 
people or ethnos) has 90 out of 100 people in a particular territory and 
becomes 89 out of 100 people in a particular territory through anti-racism, then 
one's own race is diminished through auto-racism, etc. etc. etc.... the question of 
social cohesion and social order, is of course, a separate matter... conceivably 
one could reduce one's race in a territory to 0, i.e. full auto-racism as full auto- 
Genocide and still have relatively high social cohesion and social order AND 
EVEN some kind of continuation of the Culture (but obviously not the aesthetic 
component of the Culture) which the race which has undergone auto-Genocide 
through auto-Lobotomy largely created or put together, notwithstanding all that 
was borrowed or "stolen "from other races (including sub-races, peoples, ethne, 
etc.), which of course have also borrowed or stolen from...]... If I want to speak 
ill ofX, and you won't let me speak ill ofX, then You are Controlling Me (whilst 



probably speaking ill of me too)... if I want to love Z passionately, then per 
definitionem I must hate A ((in part) rightly and or (in part) wrongly) 
passionately, and by trying to stop me from hating A passionately, you are 
trying to stop me from loving Z passionately... Dictator... Of course one way to 
"keep a lid" on Love and Hate is to successfully bindingly define what is 
permitted in the Public Sphere... a relatively stable society grips the Lid of the 
Pot well... a society which is about to Explode or Explodes, is losing or has lost 
its grip... Just because a society has a good grip, it doesn't mean that people are 
not dreaming of, and working towards, a different Stew... and plotting to change 
the Chef... or that those currently gripping the Lid, aren't going to grip it 
Tighter... so the question then becomes: "how long before the next 
Explosion?"... and it could be Very Long, depending also on what's happening 
on other Cooktops, and how well or badly the Kitchen is coping... 


It’s one thing to have 5% to 20% of the population being of a totally different 
(sub-)race or even Great (sub-)Religion, but being more or less, by and large, 
assimilated into the dominant culture, and it’s quite another thing, to have 20% 
to 50+% of the population being relatively youthful, unassimilated, 
unassimilatable, Aliens with aggressive intentions... 


Slogans and Emotions won’t stick as Social Cohesion’s Glue when the Apple 
Cart Finally has no... Apples... 


A different quantitative assessment of a country’s ideal racial make-up, cannot 
constitute racism as regards race as conceptual differentia specifica because 
qualitatively both sides, as to race, agree... 

Fact speech, i.e. the statement of Facts, is Hate Speech when people filled with 
Hate and or Cretinism have the Power to Dominate Others through their Retard 
Speech and Censorship. [“Homo homini lupus’’; “Scientiapotentia est” (after 
his employer, Francis Bacon) = Hobbes = Legendary Englishman who 
translated Thucydides into English. He got half the Story of Man right, but with 
what Style did He get that Half Right! I am so Proud of Him, and generally, not 
always, I dislike Englishmen, as I'm sure they generally dislike me...]... 


The Good News Bible hasn’t been discarded; it’s just changed Content... 



Only someone who knows no history, or only knows history (very) selectively, 
could possibly believe the pathological mental deficiencies (Cretinism, 
Moronism and Retardism) of today’s ideologues and Thought Police, not 
infrequently armed with Ph.D.s and “peer-reviewed” citations... 


Cavafy is not one of the greatest poets of the 20th century because of his 
Homosexuality and (possible) homosexual themes in not a few of his poems, 
but rather because of his Ethno-Centrism and Profound Knowledge of 
Diachronic Hellenism, and the Way he Uses Greek (Hellenic) Words, and 
Understands Humans and Culture Generally. If you See Things Differently, 
then Very Likely you are a Moron. [Anglophone Person of (partial) Greek 
Descent, Lineage or Origin: You can Choose, whenever you want, to 
HELLENISE YOURSELF, learn Greek (Hellenika) and ENJOY and LEARN 
from 3,000 years of Written Culture - we have the Greatest, or at the very least, 
some of the greatest, Poets, Philosophers, Historians,... and additionally in the 
20th Century, amongst the Greatest Recorded Voices and Musicians (in various 
genres of) Song, and many, many, many Great Cinematic Comedies, and some 
Superb Cinematic Dramas too. So DON'T Be a Barbarian All your Life! 

Become a Hellene (Greek), and be Proud! (And still love, appreciate and respect 
foreign cultures as well...)... and Remember, Southern Italians in Literature, 
Music, Film,... are more likely than not, at least in part, of the Flesh and Spirit, 
like Us, also!!!...] [Who is Greek? Someone Black of African descent who 
attends Greek Orthodox Liturgy regularly and crosses himself with respect and 
reverence for the Divine, whilst learning the Greek language, history and 
culture to the best of his ability, or, Someone of Greek descent, who laughs at 
anything which distinguishes a Greek from other People and other Ethne 
(White, Yellow, Black, Mixed), and who sprays Graffiti, i.e. vandalises 
Churches? Whilst the Racial Element is very important both Culturally - 
Aesthetically and Macro-Historically, and for the Reinforcement of Individual 
and Collective Identity and its Continuity, it is NOT (necessarily) Absolute, and 
can become something less than Secondary, depending on the Situation. If I had 
an Only Choice of siding with People of my Race who have become 
Mohammedans and/or Turks and/or Americans and/or Germans et al., i.e. 
Barbarians, and who won't ever again "Become who they Are" (millions have 
gone down that Path over the Centuries), or, who are Black Africans or 
Lebanese or... in Origin, but with a largely Hellenic Spirit in Theory and in 
Practice... the Choice, as much as it might Sadden and Depress me (on behalf of 




Myself and my (perception of my) Ancestors), is an Easy choice... of course, 
that is not to say that Borders should not be SEALED or at least tightly 
controlled as to Legal Immigration ONLY for the purposes of Assimilation, and 
a Re-Hellenisation of the Indigenous, Native, Relatively White Population 
should not be Attempted first and foremost...] [To be as accurate and precise in 
terms of scientific observation, for the purposes of this page, as possible: the 
United States of America Nation was constituted as - in addition to an anti- 
monarchical, anti-aristocratic, revolutionary oligarchic-liberal republic - a 
largely (up to 80% or almost 90%) relatively White Anglo- and then Celtic and 
Northern and then Southern European American Nation, with Negroes, Native 
Indians and others as historic minorities, on an Anglo-(Greco-)Roman-(Judeo- 
)Christian spiritual and ideological basis, with strong American Republican (to 
a significant extent Protestant(-related)) characteristics, and very quickly, 
macro-historically seen, became the world's leading (Mass Society and) Mass 
Democracy and Great or Super Power, and along with and through Imperialistic 
GeoPolitical and Cultural Power Projection itself became much more racially 
and culturally diverse, especially since the 1960s, and dragged all of the West, 
and not only the West, along its Path, to varying degrees, especially after the 
Cold War (with a particular Group, along with Protestants (broadly defined), 
exerting grossly disproportionate forms of power and influence within the mass- 
democratic and imperialistic American context)... what comes next, in terms of 
social formations, we know not, but Things are not looking good for relatively 
High Social Cohesion and Social Order given that the racial/ethnological- 
religious basis of Western mass democracies has been undermined so much, 
that only the "I shop, consume, therefore, I am" basis remains...] 


The West (a musical play (Commedia) in seven Acts): 

Intro: 

Thucydides 

Acts I to VII: 

Athens/Rome/Jerusalem- Alexander-Constantinople/Moscow-Tours/Rome/ 

Charlemagne/Venice/Florence-El Cid/Reconquista/Columbus- 
Luther/W estphalia/ 



Vienna/Napoleon/Paris/von Bismarck-London/Washington 


Outro: 

Kondylis 


As far as I can tell, by far most of the Great thinkers and or artists in the West 
were relatively white (European-Caucasian) male Pagan or Christian Greek, 
Roman, French, English/Scottish, Italian, German, Russian, Spanish/Portuguese 
and/or assimilated Jews. It is probably no accident that since art and systematic, 
explanatory thought (theory) have been reduced to “say and do whatever you 
feel like” there has been a huge influx of “artists and thinkers” from many 
demographic groups not referred to above. 


There is no Cure for Chronic Pathological Mental Incapacity (Objective 
Retardism) 

When women are promoted as relatively passive, sexual, feminine, emotional, 
housewives,... i.e. in accordance with their mean inner nature... they are 
“objectivised”... when men are depicted as effeminate, homosexual, 
emasculated, placid,... i.e. not in accordance with their mean inner nature... they 
are... “emancipated”? 


Notwithstanding the various ideological position(ing)s, Reality, which NEVER 
can escape NATURE fully (or even as much as one High on Thought Drugs 
thinks it can), given it’s Human Reality, gives its own Answers... Ideologues are 
always left disappointed in the long run... 


To make it absolutely clear : the ideologies and life stances of Western mass 
democracy are just as valid or invalid, from a value-neutral i.e. non-normative, 
scientific point of view, as the ideologies and life stances of other social 
formations. [Also, the Reality is very Clear : a great majority of relatively 
white people in Western mass democracies have to a great extent ditched, 
rejected outright or are simply indifferent towards the (more relatively mono- 
racial, mono-religious, mono-modal collective-oriented or collective- 



focussed) Values of their Forebears (e.g. Fatherland, Religion, (traditional 
patriarchal) Family,... relative Race Homogeneity,...) and fully accept Western 
mass democratic Values of e.g. "individual (hedonistic-Diversity) rights"... of 
having as many consensual sexual partners as you want in any kind of manner 
you may want (barring (extreme) violence and age of consent restrictions), 
being as Atheist as you want to be and disrespecting Christianity as much as 
you want, living consensually with and or marrying whomever you may want, 
engaging in miscegenation as much as you want, (again barring age of consent 
restrictions), and NEVER offending, at least in the Public Sphere, certain 
Groups, from people of African origin and Homosexuals to (perhaps to a lesser 
degree) Muslims, Jews, Transexuals,... It logically follows that any Groups 
wanting Change "in another Direction", and who don't enjoy any significant 
Power, will initially seek to engage heavily in MetaPolitics (e.g. from Gramsci 
to de Benoist to G. Johnson/R. Spencer et al.)... but the Reality is, if the "I shop, 
therefore I am" of Western Mass Democracies continues, minority MetaPolitics 
will NOT do anything of significance to Change the current overall Situation, 
AND... whilst the Demographics of Western Mass Democracies are altering 
relatively Rapidly...] [Transexuals ("Drag Queens") reading Stories to Primary 
School children teaches "tolerance" = teaches tolerance of Transexuals, 
but Gross Intolerance of Tradition, Patriarchy, Christian (Hebraic, Muslim,..) 
etc. values = the "mentally ill" seek to impose their "sick, disgusting" Values on 
my Values = the Transexuals (and their "sick" supporters) seek to increase their 
Power over Heterosexual Power ("normality") = a society of totally "fucked up 
nut-cases" which will eventually just be a "Refuse Dump and or Jungle"... or 
will be taken over by those who can impose Values which will "Clean up the 
Mess" and "Reinstate Health, Normality and Order"... on the other hand, there is 
absolutely no a priori "law of nature" which says a society cannot have couples 
or more of homosexual parents, transexuals being carers of children, etc., etc., 
etc.,... if such a society can manage to reproduce itself e.g. through (mass) 
artificial insemination and or (mass) immigration etc., in addition or even 
without traditional-patriarchal modes of family and child rearing. Whether 
someone accepts or even welcomes such a state of affairs or thinks that such a 
situation is utterly disgusting, sick, and "the end of civilisation" is, like 
everything else human, ultimately a question of (forms of) Power (inch in 
relation to action within the Political), Identity, Culture, Values, Taste,... and 
Man’s relationship with Nature...] 


We know that Normativists and Ethicists tend to suffer from an Acute 
form of Cretinism (Retardism) because their Ought always blinds them 



from the Is, as the Is actually is and not as it is Fantasised... that is why the 
Retards (Cretins, Imbeciles) think that their Interpretation of Racism, 
Sexism, -Phobia, etc. is the only Understanding of Racism, Sexism, -Phobia 
etc., and CANNOT SEE that their Anti-Racism, Anti-Sexism, Anti-...- 
Phobia, etc., BY DEFINITION, contains their own Racism, Sexism, - 
Phobia, etc.. You want e.g. Blacks and Women and Homosexuals and 
Mohammedans and Jews et al. to have more Power, Then You Will, PER 
DEFINITIONEM, take Power away, if you are successful in Practice, not 
just in your intellectual Stupidity, from a Group of People who hold and 
exercise such Power, e.g. the relatively White Male, or relatively White 
People overall, from Heterosexuals, from Christians et al.; (anti-White 
racism, anti-Male sexism (Misandry), Heterophobia (Homophilia/mania), 
Christophobia (Islamophila/mania, Pro-Semitism, Pro-Zionism, 
SemitoPhilia/Mania, HATRED (fear, disgust, etc., etc., etc., in respect) of 
those who LOVE their (relatively White) (Christian) inherited Culture and 
or Race, etc.) (the question of Quantity and Degree is Absolutely Irrelevant 
to the Qualitative-Differentia Specifica Analysis we are engaged in HERE, 
RETARD!). Now, if one's Goal is e.g. (some inevitably particularistic, 
vague, warm and fuzzy notion of) Equality and or Humanity (Hebraic or 
Hellenic-Roman Glory, etc., etc., etc.), which by the Way CANNOT 
possibly EVER EXIST as notions encompassing the Totality of Human 
(social) Life and Human Affairs except in relation to NON-HUMAN 
ANIMALS (simply because Man is always Nature as well as Culture), that 
Telos and Justification (and all associated VALUES) make one's own 
Power-Claims APPEAR to be "Good" and "for the Benefit of Society", as 
opposed to "Evil" and "to the Detriment of Society and or the Human 
Race", when in fact what is REALLY HAPPENING is that the Bearers of 
Power, the Members of the Elite, are or are beginning to Change, and or 
are Desired to be Changed (all of this applies JUST AS MUCH e.g. to 
WHITE-IDENTITARIAN or WHITE-NATIONALIST Normativists and 
Ethicists WHO OVERESTIMATE Racial (biological) Factors, and 
downplay social-cultural factors, apart from MISUNDERSTANDING 
where Objective Reality is Heading, and how that Reality may or may not 
Change in the Future...). Any Calls AGAINST "racism", "sexism", 
"homophobia", "Islamophobia", "anti-Semitism", or for "WHITE 
HOMELANDS", as the case may be, in the Western context, are Simply 
Calls FOR increasing anti-White racism and Black, Homosexual, 
Mohammedan or Jewish et al. Power by decreasing (relatively) White 
power; increasing anti-Male sexism and Female power by decreasing Male 
power; increasing Islamic or Jewish (Semitic and or Zionist) power by 


decreasing Christian and or Secular or Pagan power; or, increasing White 
power by decreasing Black, Mohammedan, Jewish, etc. power, as the case 
may be, etc., etc., etc.. Whether such Increases or Decreases are "Good" or 
"Bad (Evil)", and also Cuturally-Aesthetically Pleasing or Disgusting, is 
PURELY a Question of VALUES connected with Power(-Claims) and 
Ideological (non-scientific) thought (e.g. whether one Values certain 
Individual (conceptions of) Rights above certain Collective (conceptions of) 
Rights, etc., etc., etc.) (The fact that Reality contains an overlapping of 
Groups, e.g. Women in favour of the Patriarchal (Christian) Family, 
Homosexuals as pro-Heterosexuality in the Public Domain, Blacks as pro- 
White European Culture, Jews as (pro-)(Christian) White, Muslims as pro- 
Christian or pro-"liberal democracy", (European) Whites in favour of 
Africanism, Mohammedanism and Zionism, etc., etc., etc., does not alter 
the fundamental points being made here about Group(s) vs. anti-Group(s), 
and Concept(s) vs. anti-Concept(s) Dynamics,... Identity/Identities vs. anti- 
Identity/Identities... The question of Social Cohesion and Social Order and 
Social Disciplining is, for the purposes of this discussion, another Kettle of 
Fish...). 

The absolutely CONSISTENT OBSERVER OF HUMAN AFFAIRS 
(SOCIAL-SCIENTIST), i.e. Panajotis Kondylis, NOT ME (for I am partly 
Retarded like nearly all people), is VALUE-NIHILIST, i.e. He Describes 
and Explains HUMAN AFFAIRS ONLY in regard to (all relevant, non- 
exclusionary) empirical evidence and absolute logical consistency and 
PROPOSES NO COURSE OF ACTION, NO NORMS, NO VALUES, NO 
IDEOLOGY, NO TELOS, NO UTOPIA, NO FANTASY,... [RETARD! 
Nihilism DOES NOT mean Destruction (i.e. GO AND DESTROY!), it 
means DO NOTHING WITH NORMATIVE INTENT]... (see Kondylis's 
CORE BOOKS on the Home Page of this Site)... [To my DEAR, DEAR 
FRIEND (FREUND) Karl Marx: Before we can either Interpret or Change the 
World, let's UNDERSTAND, DESCRIBE and EXPLAIN it first, 
SCIENTIFICALLY, i.e. NON-NORMATIVELY, to the Extent that we CAN, 
in accordance with HISTORICAL Empirical Reality, and Logical Consistency, 
AND, if we do THAT, we'll UNDERSTAND that PEOPLE will engage in The 
Political and in Politics (including IDEOLOGIES), that a whole host of other 
phenomena will change such as Technology, the Economy, Modes of Living 
and Belief, Man’s relationship with Nature, etc. (which YOU YOURSELF 
understood and indicated in all YOUR WORLD-HISTORICAL GREATNESS 
as one of the GREATEST thinkers of ALL TIME), AND, the (Human) 

WORLD WILL CHANGE, in any event... one way or another... apart from 
certain Anthropological and Social-Ontological CONSTANTS, expounded by 




Panajotis Kondylis, in part BASED on (aspects of) the Findings of Other 
Greats, from Thucydides and Machiavelli (Hobbes, Clausewitz) to Marx and 
Weber (Durkheim, Simmel, Mannheim, Aron, Conze, Koselleck)... and many, 
many others listed elsewhere within this WebSite...] 

[As My Group's Power Decreases (regardless of how relatively homogeneous or 
relatively heterogeneous my Group is and at what Pace it is Changing and to 
what Extent I still Consider it my Group...), and as My Group becomes More 
Welcoming and Friendlier towards the Other, the Other's Power Increases, 
and in effect, i.e. In All Actuality, if not consciously, becomes more Inimical 
towards my Group, since this Other Group is Increasingly Taking Over or 
Conquering or Occupying My Group's Territory. It is Possible, though not 
Certain, that the relatively White European (sub-)Races and Ethne and Peoples 
have Consciously, and also through the Operation of the Heterogony of Ends, 
Decided to go so Close to Extreme Friendship towards the relatively Other, that 
the relatively Familiar is in the Process of Mass Self-Sacrifice through Mass 
Miscegenation, Mass Immigration, Low Birth Rates, etc., etc., etc.. That is 
Quite Understandable Human Behaviour under Certain Circumstances (e.g. of 
(massified-atomised, hedonistic-consumeristic, ideologically (and or in practice, 
i.e. including External Action) (much) more horizontally spatio-temporal, 
mobile and "equal") Western Mass Democracy (than more "vertically" 
historical, more static and (much) more hierarchical Liberalism)), and it Could 
Lead to AutoGenocide over the long run. The Other Approach, e.g. (relatively) 
Extreme Enmity towards the relatively Other as exemplified by today's Israel 
and Japan and Korea and Poland and (comparatively speaking) China and 
Angola (notwithstanding its many Ethnic Groups), etc., etc., etc., is also Quite 
Understandable Human Behaviour. All such Human Action or Behaviour is 
Describable and Explainable. A Fortress Tribal Homeland Approach Can Work, 
But it Depends on the Circumstances, the Correlation of Forces, etc.. Those 
Circumstances, Correlation(s) of Forces, etc., Just Because they are Here 
Today, Will Not Necessarily Be Here Tomorrow, or the Day After Tomorrow... 
If Nothing Lasts Forever, We_ might be Leaving the Scene First, But You may 
not Necessarily be Leaving the Scene much longer after us...] 

LESSON: 

"Bodin speaks of “friendship” both with regard to external politics (i.e. foreign 
affairs) (a weak republic is «delaissee des amis, assiegee des ennemis [= 
abandoned by friends, besieged by enemies]»; on the other hand, a strong 
republic is «reveree des amis, redoutee des ennemis [= revered (respected) by 
friends, dreaded by enemies»), as well as with regard to internal (i.e. domestic) 



politics: «la vraye marque d'amitie [= the true mark of friendships is for him 
«le droit gouvernement selon les loix de nature [= the right government in 
accordance with the laws of nature]» (Republique, I, 1 = p. 4). C.f. Michelet's 
dictum: «La patrie, c'est bien la grande amide qui contient toutes les autres [= 
The fatherland is indeed the great friendship which contains all the other 
friendships]»" {Das Politische und der Mensch, Anm. 160, S. 286 = footnote 
160, p. 554, The Political and Man). 

LESSON: 

The lesson is that what Bodin (and Michelet) wrote applies fully even today, 
notwithstanding that the ("spirit" of the) content of "the laws of nature" and "the 
fatherland", which finds me personally, in some respects at least, more or less in 
agreement with Bodin (and Michelet's) understandings, has changed and been 
infused by Western mass-democratic theory and practice (women en masse in 
the public sphere and not necessarily on a mass scale tied to children and home 
duties; no necessary racial and religious domination in a particular country as 
historical-cultural Continuity; publicly and legally sanctioned deviance and/or 
(mental) "illness" on a mass scale; gross over-representation of people from a 
particular Group in positions of Power in certain countries, etc.), which 
personally I might find REPUGNANT and HIGHLY OFFENSIVE, let alone 
absolutely INEQUITABLE, but which, from the point of view of scientific 
observation, is just as valid as any other content. 


Ideological thought = necessary, inescapable (over)simplifications (and definite 
lack of historical understanding). Scientific thought = ability to fit complex, 
innumerable phenomena into relatively simple structures, schemas, and the 
ability to know what is not (certainly) known (based on a rich, multi-layered 
historical understanding). The natural sciences (can also) deal with laws (not 
just with causalities and regularities), and therefore have their own 
peculiarities. 


Today's more sophisticated far right-wingers get quite a bit (sort of) right, but 
also a lot wrong. Yesterday's far left-wingers used to get a lot right, and a lot 
wrong, but today's version is literally swimming in mental excrement. [The 
"Left", when the term still meant something both concrete and distinct, was 



about Expropriating the Capitalists (and or Breaking Up their Monopolies, 
Cartels, Trusts,...), Nationalising the Banks,... whilst respecting the existence of 
nations and races, and thus supported Wars of National Liberation etc.,... from 
the advent of the New Left and the cultural revolution of the 1960s and 1970s, 
and of course after the Cold War, the "Left" has become, in terms of substance, 
increasingly indistinguishable from its counterpart "Right" Western mass- 
democratic Regime Party, Protecting the Interests of the Capitalists and the 
Bankers, who "just happen" to GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY include 
members of a particular Tribe, whilst doing everything to Attack what was once 
deemed as "Normalcy", including doing everything to Promote potential White 
(Auto-)Genocide and Extreme Anti-White Racism. In that sense, Today's Left, 
along with its "right-wing" Western mass-democratic counterpart, is a Kind of 
NAZI or Hitlerite Party of Extreme Hate for traditional relatively White nations, 
and a Tool for the further increase in GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
Tribal forms of Wealth and Power... Both Regime "Left" and "Right" Parties 
also Promote the Lurther Lreakification or Circusisation of Society into a 
Melting Pot of Sickos, Lreaks, Circus Zombies, the Seriously Mentally Ill and 
Mentally Retarded,... and the General Apeification-Junglefication-Atomisation- 
Tribalisation of Everyone and Everything... all of this is NOT going to end well 
for ANYONE... (the so-called "extreme, new or alt-Right", apart from almost 
certainly coming nowhere near Power, would only, if it did gain in Influence 
and or Come to Power, Institute Violence, Mass Violence, and Increase the 
Chaos and Anomie... the only Hope for Civilisation increasingly seems to be in 
China, Japan, etc. and perhaps Russia if she can Suffer and Survive vis-a-vis 
both the West and the East...)... Of course, I could be totally WRONG... 
Appearances or Visions can be totally Misleading...] 


Class War may well have been, at times, an important part of History. But more 
Telling, generally speaking, have been various State and or Imperial Wars, Civil 
(Clan-Tribal, Political, Religious, Ideological, Hot and Cold,...) Wars, and 
perhaps increasingly in the 21st century, Ape War... 


Personally, I would treat any human being, regardless of sex or race, with 
politeness and kindness if they were polite and kind to me. Generally, but by no 
means always, however, I seek the company of people of my race AND culture, 



and of men and women who know their place in accordance with Common 
Sense and Tradition. (From what I can gather, Kondylis was far more open to 
Strangers than I am, but then again our life experiences, although similar on 
some points, differ in other respects)... it is one thing to go to the Stranger with 
good or positive intent, and another to have the Stranger imposed upon you 
because your parents were not able or did not want to live in the country of 
their (and your) Ancestors, and realising your inherited Identity consists of a 
cultural and civilisational background and history which for you, after having 
to Fight, Struggle, Wage (Guerrilla) War to maintain and develop It, 
subjectively and aesthetically seen, is far SUPERIOR... on the other hand, the 
appreciation of one's own cultural (and racial, ethnological) inheritance is 
definitely improved (unless one chooses e.g. to spit on one's ancestors and to 
commit cultural autogenocide) by an appreciation of others' cultural (and 
racial, ethnological) inheritances... much can be learned and enjoyed from the 
Other... the Other is often definitely worth exploring, can be absorbed, 
assimilated, refashioned, synthesised,... even loved... and usually must be 
understood to be properly confronted, dealt with, destroyed,... kept at a 
distance... if the Other threatens... in reality or not... 


A society of relatively loose morals will eventually become a society of 
relatively strict morals, which in turn does not have a claim on all of history, 
even though most of history knows of relatively more) poverty, austerity, 
cruelty, physicality, violence,... 


Man, Woman or “Trans”... more intelligent or less intelligent... physically 
stronger or physically weaker... technologically advanced or technologically 
primitive... more or less literate... economically developed or economically 
un(der)developed... relatively purely bred or relatively miscegenated and out- 
bred... “beautiful, normal, ugly, revolting or indifferent”... the social relation, 
its spectrum and mechanism, the political, and Man as nature and culture, 
change not... are constant... 

Reinhart Koselleck, Speech "Panajotis Kondylis", 20 November 2000, Goethe- 
Institut, Athens: "... Who knows what critical remarks or what sarcastic 
observations Kondylis would dedicate to this sketch of mine, if he were in the 
position to do it...." (translated from German into Greek by Kostas Koutsourelis 
in: KovS 6aij g Idava y i d) ri) c, McMV/yo/aa koi PIoXspiKrj. Aoidpia koi Mcxcrijpaza, 
OspsXio, AOijva, 2002, p. 14). 


[Kondylis was aware of Wilson, E.: On Human Nature, Cambridge, Mass., - 
London 1978, and thus the discipline of "sociobiology" - it is listed in the 



bibliography of The Political and Man (Das Politische und der Mensch); but 
chose not to refer to it at all within the main text of his magnum opus...]... 

If I were intelligent, I wouldn't be a mere translator of sorts (i.e. a Hack in a 
language I do not even have an affection for, even though I respect it (it's Dr. 
Johnson's language, and it should really have only ever been HIS BUSINESS... 
MY BUSINESS is from Homer to Elytis, from Thucydides to Kondylis...)). I 
repeat: if I were intelligent, I would be writing the second and third volumes of 
Kondylis's Social Ontology, based on his notes, up to His Standard, in German. 
His Father and Grandfather, my Grandparents and Great Grandparents WERE 
MUCH MORE IMPORTANT. 

If human society in and on nature has races and sexes and inequalities, and 
every concept has a counter-concept (counter- or other-concepts), every identity 
has a counter-identity (counter- or other-identities), i.e. human reality and 
thought proceed through categories and hierarchies, then there will always be 
racism and sexism and inequality (hierarchy) even if things are relatively 
equalised (sociologically democratised) or a particular race or particular 
"gender" or particular (social) class ceases to exist... 

White (Christian) Friend, after Conquering All Friends and All Foes, Now 
Tired and Weak(ening), and perhaps goaded by Funny Victim Friend, becomes 
Extreme Friend of non-White Friend, and HENCE White Friend Sacrifices 
Himself so that non-White Friend (and perhaps Funny Victim Friend) might 
Live. Those who Live, unfortunately, Make No Lasting Peace, and The Wisest of 
Them Know that White Friend was not that Bad or Evil, After All. But for White 
Friend, TOO LATE (yet Funny Victim Friend Will Have his TURN, TOO!) [She 
who Talks of a "Cancer of Human History” is a Pimple in Dung, apart from 
Being a CRETIN... If someone CANNOT understand that a Gun is usually or 
potentially much more Lethal than a Stone, on what basis does He, She or IT 
comment upon Human History? On the Basis of "I am Retard"?] 

Whether You Like IT or NOT, animal and human ritual sacrifice, slavery, 
serfdom, servitude, torture, lynching, mass killing, mass RAPE, mass Criminal 
Violence, Cannibalism, Colonialism, Imperialism, GenoCide, EthnoCide, 

Ethnic Cleansing, "oppression", "(super-) exploitation", "Racism", "Sexism", 
"Christophobia", "Homophobia", "Islamophobia", "Anti-Semitism", 
"HeterosexualPhobia", "PaganoPhobia", "Islamistic Supremacism and Super 
Chauvanism", "Pro-Zionism Ultra-Racism", etc., etc., etc., in ALL their very 
MANY FORMS and VARIATIONS, have ALL seemed NORMAL to very many 
HUMANS, and there is NO GUARANTEE that they WON'T or CAN'T seem 
NORMAL to very many HUMANS AGAIN, if they are not already in practice... 



If I come across Comprehensive Sets of Facts to the contrary, then I'll be more 
than happy to admit my error in linking the following article, which seems 
VERY SENSIBLE, VERY LEVEL-HEADED, and VERY FAIR (even though I 
have a strong suspicion it could be improved by not downplaying the, case-by- 
case, maltreatment of many black slaves, etc.), by an American Professor who is 
unemployable in America because he speaks, as far as I can tell, more often 
than not, the truth, even if one agrees or disagrees with his proposed normative 
political programmes and or he does not reveal all the relevant 
facts: https://www.amren.com/commentary/2018/02/mvths-slavery- 
lvnching-civil-war/?temp-new-window-replacement=true ... ["Anti-Semitism" 
might be very unpleasant to "Pro-Semites" or "Pro-Zionists" (if someone is 
indifferent towards "the Question", then they are neither "anti-" or "pro", 
rather, they are sitting on a Fence), and the attendant conspiracy theories might 
be absolutely ludicrous, but no-one can deny that Very Rich people, and people 
with a (very) strong presence in the Mass Media (including Mass 
Entertainment), and Powerful Lobby (Interest) Groups, of whatever Race, 
Colour or Creed, who "just happen" to "donate" tonnes and shitloads of money 
to political parties etc., tend to "have the Ear" of those who Govern, at least as 
individuals compared to "ordinary individuals" or "the common man", albeit in 
some kind of relationship with the acquiescence or indifference of the (majority 
or significant minority "opinion " of the) masses, even in and under 
"democractic" regimes... and when members of a certain Tribe (Group, 
Collective, Nation, Religion, Ethnos, Race, etc.), albeit not or never united as 
one, has a much greater presence in certain "(very) high" sectors of society 
than they do in general society, as well as eye-poppingly prominent, even at 
times dominant, participation in various campaigns for "Equality" and against 
"Privilege", some are going to notice... they might be wrong about a lot of 
things, but I would never consider e.g. Aleksandr Isayevich Solzhenitsyn, and 
there are many, many others (we could list dozens of names of great thinkers, 
writers, etc.), to be a Cretin, or someone incapable of making certain 
observations others would rather be kept hushed up... shhhhhh...] [Given that 
Human Culture is essentially, inter alia, a symbolic-societal-personal restraining of 
(animal) impulses (drives, urges, inclinations,...), including the controlling of one's bodily 
organs, parts, orifices and holes, and consequently produces values, norms, rules, customs, 
laws, institutions, etc., both with regard to violence and sex, as well as with regard to other 
phenomena,... in order to ensure social disciplining along with the concomitant social 
cohesion and social order, it follows that a society which normalises or even promotes 
Homosexuality or other historically Deviant and or "Degenerate" forms of sexual 
intercourse, including heterosexual promiscuity, is (potentially at least) going to add that 
pattern of Behaviour to the problem of (the nature and quality of) its own Reproduction 
(including as regards the education of children), which of course may arise from multiple 
causes, starting, in our Age broadly seen, with Massification, Atomisation, Feminism, 
Consumerism, etc., and e.g. such a society might seek the mass migration of people from 
outside of its boundaries to reinforce its Reproduction. Objectively looked at, THERE IS NO 
A PRIORI LAW which says that such a method of social development, unfolding or 




"evolution" cannot produce reasonably good results as to social cohesion and social order. 
On the other hand, without mass relatively atomised hedonistic-consumerism, the mass 
promotion of Sexual Abnormality (to the detriment of Sexual Normality) is unthinkable, 
except perhaps in some of the Aristocracies and Elites of yesteryear. If most men and 
women (obviously not all) abided, at least in public, by the laws against adultery, i.e. they 
disciplined themselves in line with the essence of all human culture, that is to say, of some 
degree of self and social disciplining, then most (obviously not all) men and women did the 
same regarding homosexual and other minority-deviant"-degenerate" behaviour (at least 
in public). Most people in the world today still live in accordance with Sexual Normality 
without publicly letting Abnormality go unpunished or unchastised, let alone promoting it. 
The same can happen again in current Western Mass Democracies. The question is, by 
then, will they be "Western"?] [How many tens( and tens, and tens,...) of millions of 
Buddhists, Hindus, Christians, Animists, et al. have been forcibly converted or "indirectly 
pushed" into converting into Islam (Mohammedanism) throughout the centuries, was that 
again? What did you say?] [I can't really say with certainty than Nietzsche was more often 
wrong rather than right in relation to his comments regarding Women...] [If crime, 
extreme friendship (self-sacrifice) (in times of peace), times of war,... are normal, albeit 
quantitatively minority, social phenomena (given that they are also necessary for the 
definition of policing, extreme enmity (killing), times of peace,...), then homosexuality, in 
view of the fact that the "normal" and the "ethical" or "sane" or "healthy" are value 
judgements and matters of individual and or collective choice, strictly speaking is not 
"abnormal" or "unethical" or "insane" or "unhealthy", but only so from the point of view of 
a particular inevitably value-laden understanding of how to best achieve social 
disciplining, impulse control, a public behavioural aesthetic, the education of children, etc., 
etc., etc.,...] [The observation of human affairs, i.e. value-free, non-normative description 
and explanation (or science), in order to reach its highest possible level and point, requires 
an, as far as possible, ethically-normatively neutral language, i.e. not loaded with 
connotations of some kind of normative programme. To that end, descriptors such as 
"degenerate", "mentally ill", "deviant" are often totally inappropriate, and to be avoided at 
all costs (unless specifically stated e.g. that "deviant" here means "not common or majority 
behaviour" and nothing further, etc.), as is the case with expletives, profanities, swearing, 
personal attacks, etc.. I have made some use of inappropriate language on this page 
because a) I'm not Kondylis, and b) I think it's funny.] 

Ideology can be pleasant. Reality often isn't... 

It's a bit uncomfortable hearing the Truth, isn't it? Particularly if a lot is at 
Stake... 

It was the fate of Max Weber, probably, pound for pound, one of the five 
greatest thinkers in the history of (non-natural-scientific) (Western) thought, 
that he would come into vogue as a weapon against Karl Marx (another 
candidate for a "top five" position), whom Weber respected and admired, in 
part on a "value-free" basis, only to be conveniently discarded when the bald- 
headed degenerate (Egghead) was crowned King (Queen)! in full Value-Laden 
Regalia... [to be fair, I've read thinkers far worse than the bald-headed 



degenerate egghead; comparatively speaking he wasn't that bad... and of course 
what is "degeneracy" and what isn't, is a clear value position... but I wrote it, 
because it makes me laugh... and I like laughing... particularly about another 
bald-headed type (I think) I know...]... [All Courses in the Humanities and the 
Social Sciences, could not be better served than beginning with the study of 
Weber's two "as a Vocation" articles, one of which, incidentally, refers to the 
Truly (and not only artistically) Great Tolstoy, and the other to the, not so 
great, but nonetheless interesting figure and character, Trotsky.... the fact that 
virtually NO Courses make use of Weber shows how far Universities have 
veered from Science, when some Professors for a number of Decades at least 
Strove in Science's Direction, before the Advent of Professorship as, in the 
main, the Vocation of the Retarded Ideologue, and oftentimes, the Intellectual 
as Ideological (Politically Power-Hungry) Retard...] [Weber "got to" the U.S.A. 
and the English-reading World, inter alia, via Talcott Parsons et al.. Today, 
nearly all Professors in the Social "Sciences " wouldn 't even be able to Shine 
the Shoes of someone like Parsons, so what Chance for P.K. 's thought and 
work? Answer: ZILCH!!!] 


Undoubtedly many Men have harassed many Women, sexually and otherwise. 
Undoubtedly, many Women have USED Sex for personal and or other Gain, 
Reward, Profit vis-a-vis Men. Undoubtedly, many Men have exercised, wielded 
Power over other Men (and children and Women). Undoubtedly, many Women 
have exercised, wielded Power over other Women (and children and Men), 
including Behind the Scenes. Power comes in many different Shapes and Sizes 
(Forms, Crystal(lisation)s),... Distributions.... A Retard, i.e. Moron, Cretin, 
Imbecile, prospective Monopoliser of Interpretation, Ideologue on Heat,... 
Believes, like other People used to Believe in God, that "micro-aggressions" 
and "oppression" are characteristic only of one type of human. The problem is 
that once they have put that "type of human" "in his place", Power, "micro- 
aggressions" and "oppression" will continue to Exist just as they have Always 
Existed and will Always Exist, NO DOUBT. 

United Nations world population forecasts c. 2100 A.D. indicate that much of 
the world once known as the West could be racially, kind of, as it were, 
returning to itspre-written history, or ratherpre-mythological, roots, i.e. 
“negrification and browning” through Africanisation and Arabisation (e.g. 500 
million relatively old “whites” versus 5 billion relatively young “blacks and 
Arabs”), with non-Middle Eastern Asian populations getting relatively old too, 
but still comprising about 40% of the world’s roughly 11 billion. In other 



words, (pagan-)Christian (Greco-Roman-Italo-Hispano-Hiberno-Celtic- 
Franco-Teutonic-Saxon-etc.) Europe lost the Will to Live and handed its Lands 
over to the incoming African, Arab and Mohammedan hordes... 

A look at demographic projections for the next century or so, show, and in the 
light of a crude division of the Human Race into three major (sub-)Races, 
(Black, Yellow, White), that Whites, who en masse are pathologically 
concerned about not being “Racist” (but it’s OK to be fully and extremely 
AutoRacist!!!), have grosso modo had a Collective Lobotomy. Blacks, who 
have been “mistreated” by Whites (as if millions and millions and millions of 
Whites have not been mistreated by other Whites, by Mohammedans, and less 
often, even by Yellows,... and Blacks... and as if millions and millions and 
millions of Blacks have not been mistreated by other Blacks, and 
Mohammedans, et al.,... or as if Blacks can't potentially enslave and or slaughter 
Whites, which in part, albeit on a relatively small scale, has already begun with 
disproportionately high Black on White Crime and Murder rates e.g. both in 
South Africa and the U.S.A., in fact even of late (c. 2017) in Australia too (cf. 
the Mohammedan (Gang) Rape Epidemic in the U.K. (c. 19907-2010?))), are 
set to Survive for Centuries and Centuries and Centuries to come (barring total 
global Wipe Out), whilst Whites could very well not be in existence by the year 
2200... Peoples who have taken History off the Curriculum and Spit, Urinate 
and Defecate on their Ancestors, have no collective future, particularly with 
unsustainably low birth rates... That is the Path taken with the Industrial (and 
French) Revolution, European Imperialism, (Hedonistic-Massified-Atomistic- 
)Consumerist Americanism and the Overcoming of the Shortage of Goods, 
Feminism and other Mental Disorders (from the point of view of Collective 
Survival and not from the standpoint of Individual (human) “Rights”),... 

Humans will Continue, but what the Lobotomised Retards don’t Realise is 
that Humans will continue being Humans - including Wars, Cruelty, 
Violence, Subjugation, Exploitation, Inequality,... The Tribe should also note 
that Africa is literally Next Door, and if The Tribe is living in a Prosperous 
State then One Day the Hordes - African and or Mohammedan (Arab or 
Persian) - will Make their Move... And what then will the Tribe do? Nuclear 
Bomb its own Borders? In any event, the Tribe has already started Reaping the 
Benefits of Multi-Racial, Multi-Cultural Enrichment in Western Countries... 

The News is, probably approximately Monthly or even Weekly, of Attacks on 
Them by the growing in numbers Other (potentially Super-)Tribe... (even 
though we know that Muslims are not united as One and that e.g. Saudi Arabia 
and Israel, for decades, have been proceeding hand in hand, because the 
common Foe is Iran, etc., etc., etc.,)... You Reap what You Sow... 

RETARDS!!! [What people can’t accept is that thinkers like Revilo P. Oliver, who 
knew History, the Classics. Human Nature very well - incomparably better than most of 
today's “Classics scholars ”, were CERTAINLY COMPLETELY WRONG about a whole 



host of matters, yet their Instincts and Intellect led them to making some very impressive 
Observations too, Decades before (very few unfortunately) Others Started to Slowly Awaken 
- Too Late! - from their intellectual Stupor and self-induced Insanity... When Emperor 
Heraclius (October 5, 610 - February 11, 641), probably of Armenian (and (mixed) 
Parthian?) descent, on the real First Crusade, i.e. Offensive Defence against the Other as 
Invader and Conqueror, returned Triumphant to Constantinople through the Golden Gate on 
14 th September 628 A.D., having kept the Persians, (and previously the Avars (626), as well 
as the more threatening Arab Mohammedans) at bay with regard to the Near East, He, gave 
Hellenism Life for Centuries to Come (despite losing the Middle East (and Northern Africa) 
c. 636 (Syria, Palestine (inch today’s Jordan, Lebanon, Israel), Egypt, and Byzantine 
Mesopotamia) to the Arab Muslims), and, sheltered nascent Western European Christian 
(Catholic) Civilisation from Other(-Barbaric) Attacks and Subjugation , because He had a 
Collective Identity, with strong historical-mythological Roots, a Vision for his People(s), 
and Knew what to Do, and He Did It...] [In 613, the Persian army took Damascus with the 
help of the Jews, seized Jerusalem in 614, damaging the Church of the Holy Sepulchre and 
capturing the True Cross, and afterwards capturing Egypt in 617 or 618... from the point of 
view of the Persians and the Jews, all that is fully understandable... as a historian (social 
scientist). Facts are Facts, including times when Hellenism, Judaism, Persianism, 
Mohammedanism,... co-operated and or influenced one another “positively, or otherwise”... 
that is the Way of Humans... Reality...] 


Conquering Others = Strong Will to Live... 

With Evolution Comes Devolution. Or Further Evolution... 

If the U.S.A.,for instance, decides to Attack and Wage War on Country "I" 
(largely or in part for the sake of Country "J", which the U.S.A. 's Hegemons 
perceive as being an "indispensable or Eternal Ally" of the U.S.A., then 
countries "R" and "C", if they felt it was Time, and if it actually were Time, 
could team up to e.g. invade, take and conquer country "T", because the U.S.A., 
if",bogged down" in Country "I", won’t be able to cover Country "T" as well. 
That's how Empires GET SHAKEN TO THE CORE, WOBBLE, STUMBLE,... 
and Eventually... FALL... or... at the very least, Decrease in Size, Scope, 
Reach,... Considerably... And if it doesn't happen in x instance, it'll probably 
eventually happen in y or z instance or happenstance... 

[If a Professor or other Person with a Brain said to me, "I can see what Kondylis 
is trying to Get At; I won't Say that I Agree, BUT I can Tell you for Sure, that I 
CANNOT POSSIBLY EVER USE Him or His Thoughts", then I’d KNOW 
FOR SURE that we have Gotten Through...] 


It's not an Accident that Hollywood or Greece itself has, comparatively 
speaking, hardly ever or never, produced anything of significance regarding the 
more than One Thousand Years of the Eastern Roman Empire (Second Rome; 



(Byzantine-Eastern Roman) Romania (not the modern country of that name); 
Byzantium), the Major Carrier, Bearer and Vessel of ancient Greek Culture and 
Texts etc. into the New Times (Modern Era). White Protestant (and Catholic) 
and Secular Dominance, along with a particular other ethnic and religious 
Group (Tribe), whose Religion is an important Part of Hellenic-Roman-Greek 
culture over the last two millennia (e.g. Synthesis: from (the Descent to) Hades, 
polytheistic Idolatory, poiese (poetry, Homer (Individual(Person(a)(ge))- 
Group/Tribe), Psalms), etc., to Christ (Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, Judah,... David, 
Solomon,...), to Icons and Pascha (Passover; Exodus),...), as well as 
Subservient Modern Greeks, have no interest in a World where They had no 
Significant Place or Status. Nor is there any widely disseminated knowledge 
that Romania was a lot more than a Tyrannical Theocracy, and in fact 
contained within it genuine vestiges of democracy in many communitarian 
forms of societal organisation and governance, as well as a kind of Separation 
of Church and State unheard of Way Back Then in the (relative) West. This is 
not to criticise either White Protestants, Catholics, a certain Tribe, Modern 
Greeks,... All have acted rationally in accordance with their World Views, 

World Theories, Power Claims, Identities,... regarding History and the Present. 
One should not expect any better from Them. But someone engaged in 
Historical Science has a Duty to Go Further... 


Industrialisation plus (social Democratisation, the Death of God (as 
Hierarchy), secular Egalitarian Spirituality and “Colour Blindness ”, and) 
Consumerism through Massification and Atomisation (Urbanisation, 
Secularisation and the undoing of rural-based Tradition) entails (extensive and 
or militant) Feminism, bringing eventually (the far less causally significant 
compared to Feminism) (legal and public sphere) Homosexualism, and the very 
causally significant (public and private) Otherism and 
SelfasrelativelyStrongContinuity-Denialism, leading to certain Racial 
Displacement or AutoGenocide through low-birth rates, low or no traditional- 
racial-ethnic-patriarchal-familial collective consciousness, massive population 
shifts and... the Heterogony of Ends. Of course, such an approximately two- or 
three-hundred year old course in History from e.g. 1800 (when Christian 
Whites of European origin were about 25% of the world population [in the 
Hellenic “Golden Age” c. 5 th century B.C., on the way to becoming a regional- 
“world” Power with or under or through Rome, Hellenes were roughly 2-3% of 
the world population or 5-10% (?) of Europe’s population - and at least double 
counting the Italic peoples...] or 1900), to 2100 A.D. (when European origin 
Whites will be about 4-5% (2%-10%) of the world population [the Hellenic 
population, if any, will then be about 0.018-0.036% (or even up to 0.072% = 
best case scenario) of the world population]), is only a “problem ” if one has 
certain values, including Ancestor-Worship and Love of History, with which one 



ties one’s Identity... That Identity, those Identities, though, is and are departing 
the World’s Stage and the other Identities will fight it out in a Struggle which 
does not bode well even for Them (world overpopulation, the deteriorating state 
of the planet’s environment, possible break down in (nation-) state relations and 
balance of power, along with the widespread existence and dissemination of 
nuclear, and other biological and chemical, weapons of mass destruction, 
etc.)... [Possibility of Error here: High ; yet (relatively recent) past and current 
trends indicate that we are not being totally outlandish... however: the “good, 
or probably “best”, case scenario ” of a still relatively stable World Order with 
a more “colourful” West, remains on the Table...] 


What the “Alt-Right” (as White Nationalism, White(-European) 

Identitarianism) is essentially saying is: “if today’s Israel, with Sealed 
Borders (not wanting to be e.g. “culturally enriched” by mass African 
immigration or "Infiltrators”), could be founded as an ethnocentric nation-state 
based on a small minority of the total population in the relevant region c. 1940, 
and if there can be relatively racially based ethno-states or relatively racially 
and or religiously relatively non-Other states today like Japan or Korea or 
Poland (to a greater extent) and China, Vietnam, Burma, Zimbabwe, Angola, 
Cameroon, Nigeria, Mexico, Brazil, Iran or Saudi Arabia, etc. (to a lesser, but 
still significant extent), then why can’t we have what we had up to the 1960s or 
even 1990s (now that we are still e.g. 60+% of the total population)? ” In other 
words, what is operating psychologically, apart from (possibly) fear, is 
jealousy, and certain views of how social cohesion could be best attained, as 
well as certain aesthetic preferences. The task though of achieving such a 
Vision in today’s West would necessarily entail the most horrible, terrible, 
terrifying of Nightmares. So the question then becomes: “what is to be done, if 
anything? Or: will matters take care of themselves... ? ” [I have heard a Jewish 
American pro-Trump patriot, who claims Jewish ancestry in America going 
back to before the signing of the Declaration of Independence, call an "Alt- 
Righter” a "piece of shit" and in effect a Utopian Dreamer because the vast 
majority of American Whites do not agree with a "White ethno-state" (nor care 
about whether there is a GROSS over-representation of Jewish ownership in the 
Media, Courts, Banking and Finance, Academia, etc., etc., etc.), and such a 
State cannot realistically be achieved, and any attempt to do so would involve 
unmentionable violence (re: deportation, resistance, etc., etc., etc.), - and he is 
ABSOLUTELY CORRECT. That's the way things stand (though he is wrong to 
think that saying politics is only a "Left-Wing"-"Right-Wing" divide can blind 
all people from noticing particular Group Crystallisations of (forms of) Power, 
even if such "noticing" never becomes the basis for an effective political 
programme). What is (perhaps at least notionally, if not in practice) Realistic is 
tight(er) Immigration Control and more "Law and Order" and or more 



"Traditional Values" and an its "OK to be White" attitude in the Mass Media 
and in Academia, "full" freedom of speech and freedom of association, a "Three 
(Four or Five) Times the percentage of the overall Citizenry Cap on any Race, 
Ethnicity, Religion " with regard to ownership and or control of Major 
Corporations, Banks, Mass Media and Mass Entertainment, etc. and the 
Holding of Elite (Upper Level) Governmental (Policy) and Judicial Positions, 
University Professorships and Enrollments (which is something Eve never 
heard ANY politician, mainstream or "nutter", ever propose, and which would 
cause all sorts of problems of Interpretation and Enforcement - but is doable if 
there's a WILL and a WAY... (and its concomitant would be e.g. a 70% or 80% 
relatively white racial baseline for Australia, the U.K., the U.S.A., Canada, and 
a 90% or 95% relatively white native/indigenous baseline for Greece, Italy, 
Spain, etc., or 80% for France, taking into consideration the historically 
dominant religion(s) as well, which governments could work towards through 
their immigration, strict border control and indigenous reproduction or 
"breeding" programmes...), etc., etc., etc. - at best, if that's what "enough 
people" want... Of course, politics doesn't "work" forever and ever and ever 
"smoothly", and the more One Side pushes, the more Other Sides (perhaps) will 
(get to) push back... and if the "I shop, consume, therefore, I am" Basis of 
society is Undermined or Destroyed, or if GeoPolitical Earthquakes Alter the 
World Balance of Power, or if... things could get "very interesting"... but 
otherwise, things will continue roughly as they are... (he also pointed out that 
Israel has a "30%" Arab population... so it's not as much of an "ethno-state" as 
people make it out to be)... [An extraordinary thing happened in the pro-Trump 
pro-Deportation of Illegal Aliens Jewish American Patriot (A) vs. the "Alt- 
Righter" (B) YouTube video: A kept on pressing B to reveal B's political 
programme, with A having agreed with B that B is at least partially correct 
about Jewish GROSS over-representation in (ownership and or control of) 

Mass Media and Mass Entertainment, Government, (elite) Academia, Banking, 
(higher) Courts, amongst Billionaires, etc., and B took almost 90 minutes to 
almost whisper like a wimp "deport". And A raised his voice and said with 
justifiable anger something like: "Not only hardly any American will agree with 
you, you nut-job, but if you start a Rebellion (in order to deport 6 to 7 million 
Jews to Israel), because you're not going to get into power via elections, I and 
many others will take up Arms and WE WILL BEAT YOU!!!!" And I would say 
most people, including myself, would agree absolutely with A. Not only is mass 
deportation not something that can happen easily even to illegal immigrants 
and or terrorists (and terrorist sympathisers) under conditions of consumerist 
mass democracy and so-called "human rights", but also the collective 
punishment of any Group, which includes very many good and hard-working 
people, is seen as morally wrong and repugnant by most people, and the masses 
should not suffer just because some people "are not happy" with a Group's 
elites' disproportionate power, regardless of whether one likes the overall look 



and presence of a particular Group or not... now if the social formation 
changes, if social (and/or political) conditions change substantially, all political 
programmes may or may not be put on the Table... but for now, all that can be 
said is that B acted like a Coward, and not like a Real Man, because I was 
taught, as I am sure A was taught, Real Men don't hide and avoid Issues and 
Questions, but say upfront what their political programme includes, without 
Fear...]...] [Paul Kennedy, John Mearsheimer, Robert Merry, Paul Craig 
Roberts, Pat Buchanan, Lyle J. Goldstein, et al. know much better than me, but 
at least it should be a topic of very serious discussion as to what extent the 
U.S.A. '.v long-term strategic interests (which affect all of the West) should 
coincide with Israel's long-term strategic interests of limiting (or destroying) 
Iran (Persia), ensuring Arabic-Islamic Power remains divided, bringing into 
being a subservient Kurdish State, etc.. It does seem though that a large 
Kurdish Zone or Kurdish State pressuring Turkey is in Greece's interests 
(provided Greece and Cyprus can defend all of their land and sea territory and 
not let Turkey take, with U.S. approval, as a ''trade-off", from Greece and 
Cyprus at least part of which the U.S.A.(-Israel) grants to the Kurds (from and 
or against Turkey)), and in that sense Greece and Cyprus's interests align with 
Israel's... though ideally Greece would want a strong Russian and Iranian 
presence in the Middle East and in the Balkans as well to severely constrain 
Turkey, with a convergence of interests between U.S.A. and Russia... Russia, of 
course, c. 2017-2018 is playing with Turkey when Greece/Cyprus would want 
Russia against Turkey, as has been the case for most, but not all of history... it's 
all very complicated and counter-indicating "stuff"... In any event, Reality 
always has the Final Say,... and the Next Final Say,...] [Another 
“reading” (somewhat Kondylisian) of geopolitical realities going further into 
the 21st century is that the U.S.A. need Turkey and Turkic and other Muslim 
peoples in Central Asia “like there’s no tomorrow” because otherwise the 
U.S.A. as the world’s Supreme Naval Power will be faced with a Nightmare in 
Mackinder’s Heartland, i.e. a China-Russia alliance, since Russia (incl. 
Siberia, Mongolia, former Soviet Central-Asian Republics) has been isolated 
from Western Europe (thanks to the Spykman/Brzezinski doctrine etc.) and 
pushed principally by the U.S.A. into China’s “loving embrace” (incl. the 
New Silk Road = One Belt One Road and associated infrastructure inside of 
Eurasia and on Eurasia’s periphery, incl. Pakistan), and with Russia gaining 
new Sea Lanes in the Arctic Circle due to the melting of the Arctic Circle’s ice 
(incl. the Greenland ice sheet) and improved ice breaking ships and 
machinery [= the U.S.A. ’s dominance of the Oceans is not as effective 
anymore]. If the China-Russia alliance holds, and does not wobble too much 
or goes terribly wrong (e.g. with the Chinese state breaking down as it has on 
a number of occasions in history), then within a few decades there is a distinct 
possibility of the emergence of a Hyper Power (or Super Super Power) which 
will End the West as World PreDominator within about 600 years since it 


began to Rise c. Columbus, and within 150 years since the U.S.A. emerged as 
the world’s Number One Power after the Second World War. No wonder 
Russia has been “flirting” with Turkey, and Turkey is “playing the Field” 
between the U.S.A. and Russia (and China). All this means that Israel is not 
in the least at the centre of the U.S.A. ’s attention as is often claimed, and that 
an anti-Iranian Kurdistan is by no means a certainty, nor will Greece (incl. 
Cyprus) have a “snowflake’s chance in Hell” of surviving if she is not able to 
Stand Up for Herself. I Repeat: Greece/Cyprus are at real and likely Risk: 1) 
because we are (and for decades have been) a pathetic, parasitic, 
unproductive country of consumers with almost no demographic future and 
no proper national defence strategy accepted by (nearly) all politicians; 2) if 
the U.S.A.(-Israel) need to compensate Turkey in order to keep Turkey "on 
side" by approving Turkish occupation and or (still greater) control of 
Cyprus, the Aegean, Thrace, etc.,...; 3) if the U.S.A.(-Israel) need to provoke a 
war with Turkey in order to punish the Turks for "going too far" in flirting 
with Russia and Iran... I REPEAT: the U.S.A. and or Israel will do what (they 
think) they MUST based on long-term Strategy and Action. If Greece/Cyprus 
lose (= highly likely) the only nation to blame ultimately is the Greek nation 
and no-one else... THERE IS ABSOLUTELY NO A PRIORI REASON 
WHY A STATE LIKE GREECE (AND CYPRUS) CANNOT BE AN 
ALLY E.G. OF ISRAEL (and or ("play" with) IRAN for that matter). 

BUT TO BE AN ALLY OF, or "play" with, ANOTHER COUNTRY, ONE 
NEEDS TO BE SERIOUS, NOT RIDICULOUS, AND PROVE 
THROUGH ACTION WHAT ONE BRINGS TO THE BATTLEFIELD 
AND TABLE, AND WHAT BOTH SIDES CAN GAIN FROM THE 
ALLIANCE, WHILST UNDERSTANDING THAT THE ALLIANCE IS 
NEVER PERMANENT, AND SOMETIMES NOT EVEN LONG-TERM 
(e.g. a tactical ("partnership") vs. a strategic alliance). ..] [The possible 
implications of the previous "reading" include that the U.S.A. was , in view of 

the Ions term , BLIND in launching the frenetic development of China - whilst 

super-exploiting "cheap labour" in an absolutely "humanitarian and human 

rights" fashion and transferring Production to China (well done , "wise 

guys ") - along with "Globalisation " in the first place (why would anyone in 

their right mind Build Up a Country which could Potentially Slaughter or at 

least severely Maim them? (Heterogony of Ends (or Ancient Greek 
FATE/DESTINY) - We Worship YOU!!! HahahahaHa...) And: the U.S.A. 

Wars in Iraq and in the Balkans (along with Germany ), in Afghanistan, as 

well as meddling in (with) Syria , ISIS , Iran, etc., etc., etc., were all WRONG, 

WASTEFUL, DEPLETING of Resources, when the U.S.A. should have been 

Fortifying a largely or almost exclusively Christian (Secular) and White 

nation-states-based Europe in alliance with Russia (somewhat in the spirit of 

Charles de Gaulle, and with a much smaller development of production in 

China, etc .), SO THAT the West could remain PREDOMINANT going into 


















the 22nd century... (BUT MAN was BORN for HUBRIS...)... of course. 

Reality hasn 't happened that way, just as in the Second World War the "fight 

to the End" was against Germany...1 

[An example of an article displaying High Quality in Macro GeoPolitical 
Analysis, touching upon many of the key issues for the 21st century, which 
should be read with the M. Lind and A. Lieven and Mearsheimer articles 
referred to in my "Political Typology in the West..." PDF on this page above 
is: http://nationalinterest.org/feature/the-chinese-century- 
24557?page=show&temp-new-window-replacement=truel [Nature (natural 
resources): advantage Russia. Capital: advantage U.S.A.. Labour: advantage 
China. Grosso modo: it's probably much more complicated than that, but that 
seems to be the Major Triad-Relation-Interaction of all Relations-Interactions 
which will Determine the Overall Situation in the second half of the twenty-first 
century. Beware, Oh West, of Pushing Russia to the East, and not keeping Her 
with Us... Hellenism/Orthodoxy should be Respected (We Allowed You to 
Survive and then Prosper in Your Dark Ages by Keeping the Savage Asiatic 
Barbarians at Bay for Centuries, as well as feeding You (in the centuries 
following) with certain (of course not all) Basic Modes of Music (from Greek 
polyphony... to... Western-European symphony etc.... (the Fugue, e.g. is purely 
"Western", originating it seems in the Franco-Italic world of the 14th to 16th 
centuries...)), Poetry, Literature, Philosophy, Historiography, Visual Arts and 
Sculpture, Theatre (Drama (Tragedy/Comedy)), Architecture, much in the 
Physical Sciences and Mathematics, etc., etc., etc.,... maintained in existence for 
centuries and centuries and centuries by Eastern Roman (Byzantine) Scribes, 
Paedagogues, Iconographers, Poets, Musicians, Historians, (neo-Platonic 
Christian) Philosophers, Astronomers, Mathematicians, et al.,... so You could 
Have your Renaissance (and much of the relatively little You got from Arab 
Mohammedans and other Semites came via Persia (and Syria) = via the 
Hellenic World (Aristotle (Organon), et al., etc.)... anyway!!!)... [this is not to 
say that Ancient Greece was not greatly influenced by peoples of the Near and 
Middle East, Mesopotamia, Northern Africa,... nor that Helleno-Roman 
Byzantine or Modern Greek Culture was not influenced at all by the relative 
West or the relative East (e.g. the amane (6 dpavtq) of Persian and or Arabic 
and or Turkish origin and or influence, in turn perhaps influenced by or mixed 
in with aspects of Byzantine music)... but it is the SYNTHESIS which is 
DISTINCT... (and leaving aside Hellenic-Roman influence on the (Ottoman) 
Mosque, Byzatine hymns on "The Mosque ofHodga" («Tov XozCa zd TCo.pi»), 
which fed back into post-1453 modern Greek secular music and song, 
combining and synthesising with Demotic Folk Songs, Orthodox Church 
Liturgy,... the Ancient Remnants therein commencing with the Homeric 
Rhapsodies,... various (further) Eastern influences,... etc., etc., etc... from 
pandura (navdovpa),... to tambour as (zapnovpdq) [both = long lutes related to 
oud ( 9027 , mwijto), etc.,...],... to... bouzouki (pnovfovKi)... Rembetiko...)...])... 








YET You Contributed Significantly to Destroying the Helleno-Roman 
Oikoumene, as is the Fate of all Grand Civilisations/Great Powers (1204 A.D. 

(Fourth Crusade), and DID NOTHING about 1453 A.D., etc.), but if You Prod 
the Russian Bear (Third Rome) the Wrong Way, You just might be Serving 
Yourself on a Platter... Also to be Factored In: African and Arabian- 
Mohammedan Population Explosions... For Europe, Things seem Very Bleak, 
Ultra Grim... May the Happy People be Right; May I be Wrong... Oh, I forgot! 
America ultimately CARES NOT about Europe's Responsibilities... and 
Destiny...] [Being a Greek Orthodox Christian does not mean: "I allow all 
Invaders into my Country so that I can set up Another Potential Genocide of, or 
at least Extreme Violence against, my People ". Neither does it mean: "I don't 
care about the Survival of MY TRIBE (Group, Nation (of course, strictly 
speaking, "Tribe" has a more specific definition as smaller than Nation, etc., 
however, it's a "fun" word...)), but I only care about Multinational-Corporate 
International Capitalistic Globalistic Expansion and Profits (as well as people 
and drug smugglers, and Turkish imperialistic designs), "cleaning up" the 
MESS of U.S.A.-Israeli-Saudi Arabian geopolitics in the Middle East, and E.U. 
Imperialist Designs which seek Imperialist State Integration (which, by the way, 
is very likely absolutely necessary for long-term relatively White European 
Survivial going into the twenty-first century) not along EthnoNationalist lines as 
Necessary Co-operation, but along lines of Destroy the Ethne, or at least 
aspects of the Ethne, through the Mass Infiltration (to use a term common in 
Israel) of the Other". Being a Greek Orthodox Christian above all means: 

"First, Defend the Greek (Hellene) against the INVADER. Secondly, Provide 
Charity to Others to the extent that is Practicable without ENDANGERING 
even ONE Greek Orthodox Hellene" (this should apply to all Christians' 
thinking, mutatis mutandis). Unfortunately for my Tribe, though, that's NOT the 
way Things are Going, largely because my Tribe has GONE TO SLEEP (or 
GONE INSANE) (especially the elite, also crucially in relation to Cyprus, 
Thrace, E.E.Z.,...), as it seeks its own EUTHANASIA, DEATH... and it's well on 
the way to its Hades... Going, Going,... GONE...] [Realistically, the best that the 
various "Alt-Right" groups can possibly achieve is some Border Control and 
general acceptance of the Slogan "It's OK to be White". These are common 
human values and political actions (securing borders to some degree, not being 
ashamed of one's racial Identity). White Homelands (in the sense ofpre- 
Desegregation U.S.A. or Boer-ruled South Africa as actual White Supremacism) 
is about as likely as Trotskyite Dreams of World Communism or Islamic 
Dreams of the Caliphate encompassing the whole of the world, or the One 
World Globalist "Global Village" "Liberal" Paradise of G????? ????s, 

???ah, N?????? ???????ede, N??????? ??????f and other "very, very smart 
cookies and extremely bright sparks", etal., etal., etal., "fighting "evil" 
populism and "deplorable" nativism", etc., etc., etc.,... "prosperity is just around 
the corner" might actually happen to some or many individuals or even nations, 






but for many (most in human history) it is only ever a Dream, and for those who 
achieve it (starting e.g. with Croesus on a grand scale), never permanent 
(including across generations - even certain exceptions (Rothschild, 

Rockefeller, etc.) won't be Eternal...), just like Human Life...)... On the other 
hand, given that members of a certain Tribe are often GROSSLY OVER¬ 
REPRESENTED in much of the Elite in a number of Western Countries, 
starting with the U.S.A., and without that necessarily meaning absolutely 
anything in terms of CAUSALITY and HISTORICAL CHANGE, it Surprises Me 
that relatively White non-Jewish Young(er) Men haven't joined movements like 
the "Alt-Right", broadly defined, in FAR GREATER NUMBERS...] [As far as 
the U.S.A. is concerned, there seems to be some kind of connection between Leo 
Strauss and the notion of a race-religion-neutral "proposition" nation (which up 
until the 1960s or even 1980s was largely not the case, starting e.g. from the 
mid-eighteenth century or earlier - and as far as I know, I need to research this 
topic, Leo Strauss was largely reacting to Carl Schmitt and Volk/folk etc., and 
as is nearly always the case in polemics, one's zeal carries one to a point of 
making the opposite mistake of the thinker being polemicised against), 

American "neoconservatism" incl. support for "Liberal" hedonistic- 
consumeristic racial and religious "Multi-Culturalism", "Gay Marriage", 

"Human Rights", etc. and other social phenomena as Bastions of Conservative 
Philosophy(l) [what we are really talking about here is more or less the full 
Western mass-democratic Programme which has nothing to do with Liberalism 
and Conservatism seen in social-historical Context], and an Israel-friendly, or 
Israel-oriented or Israel-centric foreign policy, which may or may not be 
(partially) in the interests of the U.S.A. and the West in general, AND which 
then also intersects and or clashes with anti-Russian (partly pro-Islamic, pro- 
Islamist) (Spykman(RimLand)/)Brzezinski positions and or "Clash of 
Civilisations" positions of the Bernard Lewis or Samuel Huntington variety,... 
which also have to take China (increasingly) into consideration. All of these, 
and other, strands of thought contain some Truths, some Inaccuracies and some 
Gross Errors, to varying degrees. The Thucycliclean or "realist" approach, not 
necessarily in terms of "structure" and "system" (cf. Raymond Aron with his 
tremendous historical-sociological knowledge as well), offers the Best and Only 
Approach which Stands the Test of Time Anywhere and Everywhere. 
Understanding that Power manifests itself in many different Ways, Forms and 
to different Degrees, and examining each and every Situation, i.e. the 
Correlation of Forces Situation-Specifically, from individual to collective 
Actors, and then drawing Conclusions without either underestimating or 
overestimating the relationship between Cultural Similarity and 
Dissimilarity vis-a-vis GeoPolitical, Economic and other Interests... gets one 
closer or closest to a truly meaningful Understanding which accords with 
Reality and not with Hoped-for Outcomes which may or definitely Will Not 
Eventuate...] [No matter how many relatively peaceful periods Christians 



(Greeks (Hellenes-Romans), Armenians, Assyrians, Slavs (Serbs,...), et al.) 

"enjoyed" under Ottoman Rule, including the Benefits of Commerce, 
Administration, etc.,... in a multi-racial, multi-cultural, multi-religious Empire, 
the END RESULT of some six to eight centuries of Ottoman (Turkic) Invasion, 
Violence in many different direct and indirect forms (including Devshirme 
(Paidomazoma), forced and under the threat of force Conversions, etc., etc., 
etc.) and Occupation is, in effect, a (near) TOTAL GENOCIDE or Wipe Out of 
Hellenic and Christian civilisation from Ionia, Pontus, Eastern Thrace, Imbros, 
Tenedos, Northern Cyprus, (Northern Epirus), etc. (as was the Result of 
Latinisation-Catholicisation-Italianisation in Southern Italy including from the 
eleventh century A.D., but at least things remained within the overall Greco- 
Roman civilisational context given that the Catholic Church can be seen as the 
Schismatic Church from Orthodoxy, etc., and of course Symbolic of the rise of 
Western European Power as opposed to Eastern (Hellenic-Greek-Roman) 
European-Near Asiatic Power - the fact that Romania as Byzantium rejected the 
term Hellene and Ethnic for a number of centuries as representative of ancient 
Paganism etc., does not detract in the slightest from the Continuity of Hellenic 
Culture and, in part at least, Descent during those centuries, including an 
unbroken contact with ancient Texts such as Homer, Thucydides,... taught at 
Schools... the Eastern Roman Empire's (Byzantine) (Monastic) Scriptoria 
preserving ancient texts for centuries and centuries and centuries... and apart 
from all that was absorbed and or modified, altered by Orthodox Christianity 
from ancient Greek and Roman Polytheism and Culture overall,... and in 
architecture, music, dance, painting, poetry, literature, historiography, demotic 
culture, physical (pseudo-)sciences, encyclopaedic knowledge, military strategy, 
etc., etc., etc.,...). Hellenism had been present in Ionia and Pontus and Thrace 
and Cyprus,... including alongside of other civilisations, Persians, etc.) for 
about 1500 to 2000 or more years before the Arrival of the Hordes with 
Mohammedanism (Islam) from Central Asia, themselves pushed along the Way 
by Mongols, etc., etc., etc.. That's the Way of the World... a lot of it is Awash 
with Blood, and that Blood flows just as much from Asia and Africa as it does 
from Europe and the Americas...] [Anyone who wants to seriously Rebut the 
Arguments of "Alt-Right'' or "New Right" or "Race-Realist" figures, e.g. in 
favour of Multi-Culturalism and the "Innocence of the Jews", etc., etc., etc., 

- which is a perfectly valid human (social-political) thing to do if they are your 
Values - needs to Stop Shouting "Nazi!" and Study Carefully an article 
like: Quinn, Spencer J., "If We Do Nothing , a Review", including some of the 
Commgnta( https://www.counter-currents.com/2018/01/if-we-do-nothing- 
a-review/?temp-new-window-replacement=true ), and then come up with 
Coherent and Persuasive Arguments...] [On the other hand, any Political 
Programme seeking the mass expulsion of Millions and Millions and Millions of 
Aliens (howsoever defined) entails Torrents, Rivers, Oceans of BLOOD, 
BLOOD, BLOOD... the counter-argument is that the BLOOD will increasingly 




FLOW in any event... whatever happens in the future (the latter seems far more 
likely than the former), things are NOT looking good... whatever happens, 
though, "Right-Wing" or "Centre" or "Left-Wing" RETARDS, CRETINS, 
MORONS, IMBECILES... there will always (eventually, even after centuries) be 
Civil Wars, there will always (eventually) be Conquering the Other (some form 
of Imperialism), there will always (eventually) be some form of extreme 
violence... Your choice in favour of a Particular Tribal (Societal) Order, is 
ultimately an Aesthetic-Cultural Choice of Preference and Prejudice... it has 
Absolutely Nothing To Do with Ending all Strife, Conflict, Wars... because, no 
matter how "good" the Co-operation is, the Other Side of the Spectrum of the 
Social Relation is ALWAYS at least POTENTIALLY ACTIVE... whether Racially 
and or Culturally Relatively Homogeneous or Heterogeneous...] 

"Not only must Justice be done; it must also be seen to be done." 
(Mutatis mutandis, applies to cases of (gross or grossly 
disproportionate) (over)representation of a particular Group or 
particular Groups when the Society in question preaches a (rather or 
wholly Silly, Foolish, Moronic and Retarded,... and totally Unrealistic) 
Dogma and Mantra of "Equality" and "We are All Just Human(s)".) 

Strictly Non-Normatively, Non-Ethically, and in a strict axiologically-free Manner, 
all societies create their "good points" (e.g. a sense of community, in-Group 
comradery, etc., or, relative individual spending power, freedom and 
independence, etc.) and their "problems” (e.g. an "oppression” of the individual for 
the sake of authoritarian Group Dominance, or, urban alienation, isolation and 
individual depression in an ocean of masses of people constantly moving and 
without stable points of reference, etc.). The elites will always be... the elites... 
whether they include people only of one Race and or Religion; many Races and or 
Religions; only or primarily Men; or Women, Homosexuals and relatively few or 
no heterosexual Men; the Tribe, etc., etc., etc.... [Whichever way you look at it 
however, the Tribe with its tremendous prominence amongst Western elites in total 
disproportion to their percentage of the Total Population, is possibly or probably 
Setting Itelf up for other Holocausts), sooner or later, Big Time... of course, other 
Tribes, without a Strong Sense of Collective Tribal Survival, have also Set 
Themselves Up for Wipe Out... Power does not just Stick to or with One Side... it 
moves and flows and crystallises all over the Place... and People in General DO 
NOT learn from History... that is why they Repeat certain Act(ion)s and 
Characteristics common to All Humans for similar or the same Tragedies and 
Abominations to happen Again, and Again, and Again,... and that is why they are 
always LOCKED INTO Normative and Ideological Ways of Looking at the World] 

[ Entry into the (circles of the) Elite(s) in the West: Total Transformation in terms 
of Devout Christianity v. Secularism and Atheism (and Judaism, though there have 
been Court Jews since Way Back, e.g. Oppenheimer, Rothschild, Seligmann, et 



al. ). Fairly large increase for relatively White Women, but Child-Rearing and Less 
Average Drive Compared to Men means Generally still not, and probably, but not 
necessarily, Cannot ever be "Equal" to Men, at least NOT in ALL Sectors. Some or 
Large Entry for relatively Black or Brown people, but masses still in lower social 
strata of society and not just because of "Systematic Oppression", which obviously 
exists for Peoples of All Colours to varying degrees (including THROUGHOUT 
HISTORY, and including Slavery, (Super-)Exploitation in the Field and or By 
Capital, Mass Sacrifice(s) in Wars, in Crime, Poor Sanitation and Medical 
Knowledge, etc., etc., etc.), but also due to relatively lower (?), on average, 
Intelligence (and Education Performance), greater general Laziness (relatively 
lower Work Ethic, Motivation), relatively less co-ordinated Networking Skills, 
more dysfunctional on average family structures, etc.. Open Homosexuality 
amongst elites has now reached a stage where it's almost thought of as an 
Advantage. Massive Entry for particular members of a particular Tribe in Areas 
where Entry was not Allowed in the Past, including various Clubs, etc.... (but 
members of Tribe had for centuries disproportionate (to their percentage of the 
total population) prominence e.g. in Banking and Finance, which of course is due 
to their relative (verbal) Intelligence, Networking and Positioning as relative Out- 
Group, including due to laws proh ibiting Christians from engaging in Usury in the 
(Late) Middle Ages, etc.). To what Extent did the Tribe Contribute to Causing the 
Transition, Grosso Modo, from Feudalism to Capitalism? From the New Times to 
Modernism c. 1900, also known as PostModernism, particularly from c. 1960- 
1970, even though the First Clear (quantitatively small, but qualitatively major) 
Signs were already in Existence c. 1900? Answer: Not to a Great or Important 
Extent. If one Examines all the Historical Evidence regarding middle to upper 
level Entrepreneurs, Elite Capitalists, Merchants, Inventors, People with 
Significant Technical Skills, Leaders of (non-Church (non-)Christian) Secular 
(sub-)Societies, Freemasonry, Lodges, etc., etc., etc., Members of the Tribe did not 
have the numerical numbers to Cause a Transition from Feudalism to Capitalism 
of themselves, nor did they ever operate as One Fist and One Mind... (also: in the 
field of Sociology, Marx, Simmel and Durkheim, all three GREAT, VERY GREAT 
to amongst the GREATEST of all sociologists (social theorists), were more or less 
secularised, assimilated and Jewish "as to their background" more so than "in 
practice" (with Durkheim being most "in contact" with his Jewishness, and good 
for Him)). In any event, a Tribe, which of course Does not Act as One Fist and One 
Mind Always and Everywhere, Nonetheless, through Superior Average 
Intelligence, Hard Work, Relatively High Levels of In-Group Networking, etc., 
Staffs many Areas of the Elite in the West in Total Disproportion to their Actual 
Overall Numbers in a Whole Range of Sectors from Law and Medicine, to 
Banking, Finance, Real Estate, Billionaires, Academia, Mass Media and MciSS 

Entertainment (Publishing, Television, Cinema, Music, 
Internet,... - particularly from the Cultural Revolution c. 
1960-1970), Political Influence including with respect to 



Foreign Policy and Israel (Mearsheimer and Walt have 
Settled that Matter Once and For All, except for Those who 
Do Not want the Truth as Facts). Especially Disgusting , from 
a "Human Equality" Perspective is the Prominence given to 
the Tribe's 20th Century Holocaust in the Mass Media and 
Mass Education Systems compared to All the Other 
Holocausts of History, including of Relatively White Christian 
Peoples, e.g. during the Mass Slaughters of the World Wars 
(poor and or working White people by the millions and 
millions and millions as (Imperialist) Cannon Fodder), but 
Definitely NOT JUST those Wars (of at least 80 million 
DEAD!) (we should never forget phenomena such as The 
Armenian, Assyrian, Pontic Greek (Rom),... Genocides (of 
about 2 to 2.5 million people DEAD within about 7-10 years, 
and with a significant part of the perpetrators being, along 
with Kurds, "Turks" of Islamicised Jewish-Hebrew Origin!),... 
mass forced population transfers and attendant mass deaths, 
including of non-Jewish ethnic(-racial) Germans, the 1918 
"Spanish " Flu Pandemic (of probably more than 50 million 
DEAD), the process of Russian/Soviet Rapid Industrialisation 
to Compete in the Imperialist World "System", i.e. Win World 
War 2, and be a Super-Power for another few decades, 
costing millions and millions and millions of mostly White 
Christian lives (esp. 1920s-1940s), and of course, (grossly 
disproportionately) prominent amongst the Bolshevik elite, 
including Secret Police etc. were members of a particular 
Tribe... that's not to say that THEY (just) did all that, but they 
ALSO PARTICIPATED... as well as a whole series of other 
calamities, atrocities, abominations,... etc., etc., etc.,...). 
Asians slaughtered or otherwise victims of Mass Death in the 
20th century: from China and the Indian Subcontinent to 
Japan, Korea, Vietnam, Cambodia, etc., etc., etc.: 100 million 
plus! HENCE: THE TOTALLY DISPROPORTIONATE 



EMPHASIS ON THAT TRIBE'S HOLOCAUST in the Mass 
Media and in Mass Education in the West (i.e. about 6 million 
slaughtered vs. 200+ million slaughtered or subjected to 
Mass Death of, in the twentieth century, (nominally) Christian 
Whites and Asians (not counting Africans and Latin 
Americans) is ABSOLUTELY DISGUSTING and TOTALLY 
REPREHENSIBLE. AS IF THAT TRIBE'S DEAD are more 
IMPORTANT than OTHER TRIBES' DEAD. THAT IS 
REALLY, REALLY DISGUSTING - TO THE POINT OF 
SICKNESS. THAT MAKES ME REALLY , REALLY 
SICK!!! (Also VERY SICK is that Israel gets to GUARD, 
PROTECT and SEAL its BORDERS, but not e.g. Greece - 
THAT MAKES ME VERY SICK. AND VERY ANGRY!!! (Of 
course, the Greeks themselves are primarily OR SOLELY to 
blame, and the Israelis are to be ADMIRED for their ethno¬ 
religious-national Patriotism and their productive 
relationship with their Diaspora...)). In any Event, Apart from 
Powers such as the U.S.A. conducting wars against and or 
participating (in)directly in wars vis-a-vis Iraq, Serbia 
(Kosovo), Libya, Syria (along with allies such as the U.K., 
Germany, France, Saudi Arabia, Israel,... as the case may 
be...), with grossly disproportionate Tribal input, incl. of a 
"neocon" variety to "rule or dominate the world in Trotskyite 
or Hitler esqe fashion", for the sake of a "liberal world order" 
= conceptually, absolutely hilarious, totally ludicrous, and 
completely "EVIL"!!!, and with "the Left" chanting "no blood 
for oil" but never "no blood for oil or for particular tribal and 
other interests", contributing in turn to the killing of millions 
and mass migrations/invasions of Europe, and with voices 
such as those ofP. C. Roberts being totally silenced in the 
(largely if not exclusively but grossly disproportionately 
tribally owned) Mass Media, Did masses ofnon-That Tribe 
people Participate all along the Way and all along the Line in 



all the social-cultural changes in the West over the last 
Centuries and Decades? Of course they Did. Has the Result 
been an "Equality" of All Groups, or at least All major 
Groups? By no means, NO. If one were to demand 
"proportionate to percentage of the Total Population amongst 
the Elites Representation of All Groups", not only is Such a 
Thing Absolutely Impracticable to the Point of Insanity 
(Something Like the various Year Zeros of Revolutions from 
the Jacobin-French and Bolshevik-Russian to the Maoist- 
Chinese and that of Pol Pot), BUT also is NOT HAPPENING. 
Would a Certain Tribe LOSE OUT, BIG TIME, by such a 
Scheme of Equality? Answer: Absolutely (The Argument "It's 
just my Religion " is not a stronger or weaker Argument than 
"It's just my Sex", "It's just my Colour", etc.). Should such a 
Re-Adjustment Amongst the Elites Occur? I don't really know. 
History and Societies in History Do Not Work that Way. One 
thing is for Certain, Power Moves with People. People Do 
Not Stand Still. Political Movements Notice Certain 
Phenomena and Facts and Propagandise in Relation to 
Them... Something that is Very Obvious,... Gets, or Can Get, 
one way or another, Noticed... Reality, i.e. Real Events over 
Time will Tell... (Envy, Jealously are or can be Very Strong 
Impulses-Motives for Action...)... For those who are 
interested, Read and Find out what Paul Gottfried (= Pro- 
Israel Jew, but serious (even if error-prone, normative) 
Scholar) has written and said about Kevin MacDonald - that's 
the best way to approach the subject, but in particular read 
Febvre, M. Bloch, Braudel, K. Polanyi, Koselleck, Kondylis, 
Arrighi and any other Great Historian and or (at least in part 
perceptive) Analyst/Observer of Human Affairs (from 
Burckhardt, Le Bon, Sombart, H. Freyer, K. Lowith, yy. Elias,... 
to R. Nisbet, D. Bell, S. Moscovici, M. Vovelle, Edward 
Shorter, R. Sennett, M. Adas, et. al., et al., el al.,)... Put things 



into Perspective, Macro-Historically,... In other words: the 
centuries-long Transition from Feudalism to Capitalism 
(culminating in the two or three centuries-long slow, and then 
fast(er), massification, atomisation, urbanisation, 
secularisation,... of society, i.e. through the first three major 
phases of the Industrial Revolution c. 1750 to c. 1950/1970), 
and the attendant (anti-/non-)Christian Secularism, was 
Initiated and Driven and Undertaken, for all intents and 
purposes, by (agnostic or former) Christians, with the Roots 
in the Process clearly Evident from the Late Middle Ages, e.g. 
from the 13th century, and of course with the various forms of 
Economic Boost derived from the "Super-Exploitation" of 
Indigenous White Masses of Peasants and Proletarians, AND, 
Trade and Domination ("Super-Exploitation ") in the New 
World, Asia, Africa, of coolies, slaves, etc., etc., etc.... [don't 
forget that people in the then under development Third World 
weren't exactly necessarily living in Paradises, and were 
subject to all sorts of "Super-Exploitation " by their own, 
Mohammedans, Moors, Jews,... who also Wreaked Havoc on 
Christians, etc., etc., etc.]... certain members of the Tribe 
became Prominent in Banking, Finance, etc., fairly early on 
in the Long Historical Process of the Development of 
Capitalism, which of course in some instances received a 
"Protestant Spirit" Boost, and Post-Napoleon, Tribal Elites 
began to get, quite understandably, fairly heavily involved in 
further de-Christianisation and anti-Mon-Christian 
Secularisation, on the back of and along with Freemasonary, 
Lodges, etc., etc., etc., which was all happening ANYWAY, 
including through the Mass Media and Mass Entertainment 
and or Lobby (Interest) Groups/Big Money Political Party 
"Donors" in Europe (Germany, France, Great Britain,...) 
from the second half of the 19th century and early 20th 
century (whereas the Renaissance and immediately 



subsequent periods was clearly Christo(Pagan)-Euro- 
Centric), with similar involvement becoming noticeable to the 
point of in the U.S.A. a Tribal Elite dominating e.g. 

Hollywood (including Great Cinematic Artists like von 
Sternberg and Lubitsch, Anthony Mann (mother of Jewish 
descent), and later Kubrick, who left...), and with ever 
increasing ownership of the Mass Media in c. the second half 
of the 20th century... on the other hand, that dominance is and 
has been in accordance and or acquiescence with the social 
interactions of the vast majority or of a large part of Western 
populations in General... and those who don't agree, can and 
do SWITCH OFF... and TURN ON what they want... my 
experience and "gut feeling" is that many Jews are very 
intelligent, they work hard and they network well - just like 
other Groups do, and if they "do it better", good luck to 

Them (though their "luck" WILL run out One Day... as always in History (cf. 
Spengler), everything that is Born, Develops, Dies - at least macro- 

historically...), because as Nietzsche recognised they are in a 
good, realistic sense a real Tribe and not (a Tribe which is) a 
Herd, a Rabble,... and if Greeks in Greece want to Rule 

Greece like the Israelis Rule Israel, they HAVE TO start 

LEARNING as to Defence, Technological Development, Production, Strategy, 

use of the Diaspora, Border Protection and Security, etc., etc., etc., fuf ff'g 

probably too late, anyway...] [What might be of research 
interest for a Werner Sombart of today is the extent to which 
the privatise (all) state utilities, "casino capitalist", "move 
production abroad", "globalist", "neo-con",... phase of Late 
or Statist Mass Democratic Capitalism, kicked off in the 
1980s and 1990s by Reagan and Thatcher, but fully STEAM 
AHEAD! from the 1990s post-Cold War and in the Age of 
Planetary Politics,... to what extent then does all that 
accompany a huge rise in a particular part of the Tribe's 
influence amongst the Elites, and often grossly 



disproportionate over-representation and possession of 
extreme wealth and other forms of power... beginning, 
perhaps, at least in Europe, with a certain R????????? 
Family, but certainly not conspiratorially and mono-causally 
confined to that Family and or their more general Tribe... to 
what extent then the Tribe, which of course is never One 
Voice, One Fist, etc., operates as a (primitive) "secret 
society", like a (Masonic) Lodge, lobby (interest) group/Big 
Money "Donor", political party, etc.,... and whether when and 
if the U.S.A. has to return to Production because "Free 
Trade" and Huge Debt is simply Costing GeoPolitically, as 
indicated by Trump, but thus far not acted upon significantly 
by him,... whether then there will come a Time when the major 
part of the Elite in the U.S.A. removes a particular Group 
from (many of) the Main Seats of Power... and China takes a 
more Regional Imperialist Stance, to which the U.S.A. will 
Cede considerable Territory, as the U.S.A. becomes more 
Relatively Isolationist... and the Major or Great Power Blocks 
more relatively Rigid... also, in post-Soviet Russia under 
Yeltsin and, it seems (much) less so but still being the case, 
under Putin, it didn't "just happen " that the Russian Oligarchs 
(billionaires) totally disproportionately include those of a 
particular Tribe, no matter how "secular", "rootless", 
"cosmopolitan",... these individuals are, and whether they 
own Football Clubs with Mass World-Wide Support or not, 

etc., etc., etc.,...] P n Greece, Kazantzidis et al. were "removed" from Public 

Prominence, particularly from the 1970s/1980s, not just because certain Record 
Producers happened to be of the Tribe (e.g. Matsas), but PRIMARILY because the 
population was agreeing with and participating in its own DE-HELLENISATION 
to accompany American and or Western-European massified hedonistic 
consumerism and lifestyles, in any event AND in the first place...] [Simply Put and 
To the Point: If YOU obserx’e that White Christian Heterosexual Males 
disproportionately dominate Elites in Societies in which Whites were 85% or 
90%+ of the population only 2-5 decades ago, then Some People are Going to 
Observe that Members of A Particular Tribe are e.g. only 2% of the Population 
and hold 10% or 20% or 30% or 40% or even 50%+ of the Places and Positions 




within Various Elite Circles, including Billionaires... THIS IS NOT A HAPPY 
PATH on which to build and maintain SOCIAL COHESION and SOCIAL 
ORDER... 1 can see many TRAPS ahead... Can You?] [A Woman, or a Black, or a 
Homosexual, or a Mohammedan, or a Jew, who can think up to the standard set by 
Panajotis Kondylis (the Highest Possible Standard known to Mankind) won't Care 
an Iota about what 1 have Written About Them or their Group if they so Identify 
with it, and if they are any GOOD, will point out my Factual and Explanatory 
(Analytical) Mistakes. And I SHALL CORRECT THEM (the mistakes, that is...), 
IMMEDIATELY!!! ] [It's like a Kind of Hubris THAT...] [There will Always be 
Resistance, Countervailing Tendencies,... the Inimical Half with Pole Never 
Disappears, and Utopia Never Appears...] [Who Wants to Live Long-Term in a 
Society in Which One's Language and One's Culture Does Not Dominate? 1 
Certainly DON'T... and I've done IT All My Life (particularly since "Greece" is 
NOT "Greece" anymore (at least from the 1990s), SO it's DOABLE!!! That's WHY 
we have OLD Songs, Movies and Books!!!)...] [Crudely Put: The five (Hobsbawm 
wrote in the "Age of Extremes" probably 5.1, if I'm not mistaken) or six or more 
million of the Tribe are not in any sense, not even proportionately seen, more 
important to me than the 100 or so or more million of the 20th Century’s White 
Christians, or of the tens (100+) of millions of Asians, and Certainly NOT 
anywhere NEAR as significant as the 20th Century's One million or more Greeks 
(Hellenes, Pontians, Rom(ans))... In fact ONE "True" Greek (Hellene) is more 
Precious to Me than ALL the Members OF ANY OTHER TRIBE 
WHATSOEVER!!! ] [All kinds of Groups in a Mass and Other Kinds of Society 
network, favour "their own", etc.. What stands out, however, is WHO precisely is 
at the TOP and what (kind of) Power THEY have and or wield, in WHAT WAYS, 
and in WHAT RELATIONSHIP with the PUBLIC in general...] [If anyone is 
interested in looking at some tables etc. regarding (gross) Jewish GROSS Over- 
Representation amongst the Super Rich, Governmental) Policy, as owners of 
Mass Media,... (though nothing is included re: Academia, The Law, Medicine, 
Noble Prizes, etc., etc., etc.),... one can find online articles 
like: https://www.unz.com/akarlin/quantified-jq/?temp-new-window- 
replacement=true (also: the table listing all the countries, regions, territories etc. 
from which Hebrews/Jews have been expelled throughout the Ages makes for some 
fascinating reading and poses many, many questions!). In any event, if a society in 
general doesn't care about such (gross) Over-Representation, and is more or less 
content with the way it functions (e.g. "I shop, consume, cum, imbibe alcohol, take 
drugs, follow mass sports, watch TV, go on holidays,... etc., therefore lam"), then 
nothing will be done about "it", notwithstanding western mass democracies' 
ideological fixation on "equality", whilst of course continuing to be highly 
inequitable re: a whole range of matters, incl. (forms of) power crystallisation and 
concentration within the Tribe etc.,... I, for one, see no Political Parties, Lobby 
Groups,... with a realistic chance of access to Power advocating quotas on Jewish, 
and any other Group's, (gross) Over-Representation (e.g. no more 

than 5 times the Jewish or any other Group's percentage of 




the total population amongst various elites, owners, etc.,...), 
and if history teaches Jews often get Expelled, it seems, if 
things break down in a "bad way", and ScapeGoats are made, 
then... Personally, I say, if someone doesn't like consuming 
certain cultural products, and doesn't like being around 
certain people, try to create your own "island" to the extent 
it's possible... there is literally tonnes and tonnes and tonnes 
of Culture (thought, literature, music, visual and plastic 
arts,...) and Nature throughout History and in the World, 
untouched by Hebrews, or "touched" positively, if one's tastes 
say so...] 


Diversity can be a Strength; Diversity can be a Weakness... it Depends on the 
Situation... 


Just because I speak and write your language, it doesn't mean I'm with You... I 
may not be against you... but I am ALWAYS with Rigas Feraios (Velestinlis) 
(Pfjyaq Ecpaiog (BsXsozivlfjq)) and General Giannis Makrigiannis (Zzpazrjydq 
MaKpvyiavvrjq)... and NEVER with you... 

What for ME is the Most Precious Thing in the World (e.g. the recorded voice 
of Vicky Moscholiou (Bikv Moo/ohov), for You is YUK, or ZERO, or... What 
for YOU... for ME... 


Psychological analyses and studies, personal and social, etc. have their place 
and use, particularly on a case-by-case basis, BUT, when they are mixed into 
Ideologically-Driven Polemics in which certain Values and their Interpretation 
are sought to be Imposed on other Values and or Interpretations, then they 
become absolutely useless in terms of Science, and are Representative of the 
Retard, Cretin, Imbecile, Moron, "Dr." or "Prof." this or that (whether of a 
particular Tribe or not), Espousing them. 


If one has as paramount consideration (a particular) collective identity and 
historical continuity (collective rights) then a, b, c values ensue. If one starts 
with individual identity and change (individual rights) then x, y, z values ensue. 



There are also of course a myriad of positions in between the possibly most 
collective and the possibly most individual, as well as e.g. the collective in the 
light of universalistic principles regarding "humanity” and its billions of 
individuals. At the end of the day, both the collective and the individual exist, 
and social cohesion and social order via social disciplining and the political is 
a matter of trying to maintain and or create the at the moment "appropriate and 
right" balance. [Emphasising Individual Rights and "Human Dignity", 
Meritocracy, Freedom of Association, but with anti-" collectivist" Rhetoric, etc., 
etc., etc., is just as Valid a Political Programme as any other Political 
Programme... One CANNOT however ultimately Avoid "collectivism" just as 
one CANNOT ultimately Avoid "individualism " - the Fundamental Question 
thus IS: At which Point Do we Draw A Line in the Sand and Defend Borders, 
Boundaries and Ourselves from the Other (and to what Extent do we allow 
individuals Freedom, and what Freedoms)?... Moreover, Identity is Tightly 
Intertwined with both Power and Human-Social Relations in general, so that 
there CANNOT POSSIBLY be Politics without reference of some kind to 
Identity... A vs. B of itself means Identity A vs. Identity B.... so "identity politics" 
as commonly used today to refer to certain groups (racial, sexual,...) is a fairly 
silly and meaningless term, when reference is really being made to politics 
other than "conservative" vs. "liberal" vs. "communist" vs. "fascist" as it existed 
up until c. 1990, all of which have identities (and ideologies) of one form or 
another in any case and in any event... Furthermore, the U.S.A. and the U.K. or 
Great Britain c. 1900 - c. 1960/1990 had far more "nationalistic-collectivistic" 
positions regarding National (even largely Race-Based) Identity than in c. 2000 
or 2010, yet they did not visit upon their populations mass killing, apart from 
involvement in Wars, which the Soviet Union, China and National Socialist 
Germany did, including in the pursuit of Rapid Economic Development and/or 
Ideological Utopias, IN COMPETITION WITH Great Britain, the U.S.A., etc., 
etc., etc.,... (as much as Professors and other Commentators such as Jordan 
Peterson are to be respected for making public some obvious points, they 
REALLY DO LACK a lot of conceptual refinement needed to engage in 
absolutely consistent social science... nevertheless, Peterson's reference to 
(dominance) Hierarchies, Lobsters, serotonin, human divergence some 350 
million years ago from Lobsters when there weren't even trees, but with humans 
still retaining a mechanism in their brain which runs on serotonin similar to 
Lobsters,... all connected to status, positive emotion and negative emotion,... = 
the innateness, naturalness (i.e. extra-social-cultural (extra-capitalistic- 
patriarchal) texture) of Hierarchy, is very informative and entertaining and 
shuts a lot of mouths up... = all human societies and human experience bears 
out the existence of Hierarchies, Dominance, Power, Authority, Friend-Foe,... 
in any case, so one does not even need to verify "The Lobster Argument"... one 
simply needs to study History...)...] [As said above and elsewhere on this page, 
"identity politics" and "cultural Marxism" are rather stupid terms - all politics, 



just like all social interactions, involve identities, whether, racially and or 
ethnically and or individualistically and or ideologically and or religiously and 
or lifestyle etc., etc., etc., focused,... and,... Marxism is about Class War and 
Communism, etc., and not about "culture" as individuals being hedonistic and 
interchangeable consumers of "garbage" without strong national and familial- 
patriarchal identities in which their social class fits... so the conceptual 
confusion is rampant... but the following article, whilst engaging in such 
conceptual confusion, makes a number of valid points 

too: http://www.eurocanadian.ca/2018/02/jordan-petersons-rejection-of- 

identity-politics-equals-ethnocide-whites.html?temp-new-window- 

replacement=truel [From Marx to Gy orgy Lukacs, commodification,... and 
Chomsky: "Capitalism basically wants people to be interchangeable cogs, and 
differences among them, such as on the basis of race, usually are not functional. 
Over the long-term you can expect capitalism to be anti-racist -just because 
it’s anti-human. And race is in fact a human characteristic - there’s no reason 
why it should be a negative characteristic, but it is a human characteristic. So 
therefore identifications based on race interfere with the basic ideal that people 
should be available just as producers and consumers, interchangeable cogs 
who will purchase all the junk that’s produced - that’s their ultimate function, 
and any other properties they might have are kind of irrelevant and usually a 
nuisance." (Noam Chomsky, Understanding Power, (New York: Vintage Books), 
2002, 88-89) - such cultural critique (of course what is "anti-human" and what 
is "junk" is purely a subjective Matter of Taste, a bold-faced, unashamed Value 
Judgement), based on a Marxistic class-struggle understanding of historical 
social development, and probably mixed in with Tonniesian and or 
Heideggerian community/society/(in)authenticity reminiscences and intellectual 
cocktails, describes certain social phenomena up to a certain point, but cannot 
suggest a viable, feasible, practicable alternative... Reality WILL eventually 
"decide the issue"...] ["Estrangement or Alienation" as understood by Marx and 
Classical Marxism was about communism eventually overcoming the 
atomisation and commodification of individuals because of capitalism and 
liberalism, i.e. in a kind of feudal communitarianism modernised, boosted and 
supercharged by Technology and Progress. "Cultural Marxism" is such a 
Stupid Term because it reflects the Ideology and in part the Practice of Western 
mass democracy in which people are often reduced to atomised, commodified, 
very estranged and alienated beings or creatures without (any) (significant) 
connection to a community, i.e. it is not Marxism at all but a series of 
ideological dogmas behind and through which members of a particular Tribe, 
inter alia, can wield GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power in a 
mass-democratic/statist/regulatory semi- or even post- (when compared to 19th 
century capitalism/liberalism) capitalistic-like) context)...] 





There is no Love without Hate, no Friendship without Enmity, no Hope without 
Despair... Your Hate is my Love, My Love is your Hate,... RETARD! (Or: Mad 
Dog barking furiously, Frothing at the Mouth; if only you would vanish into 
thin air, or put down!!!)... 

It Works this Way: 1 Pontificate and Look After my (perceived) Personal 
Interests (Wallet etc.), and You Listen, Believe, and ASK questions NOT... 

I am a great Admirer of Classical and classic Spanish Poetry and Literature, 
and I really DO NOT KNOW whether Lorca was any good or not that good and 
or just got Promoted to "Great Poet" status because he was a Homosexual and 
Anti-Franco and liked Gypsies and Got Killed relatively Young... IDO KNOW 
that Vallejo and Neruda are TRULY GREAT (they both Reach Heights 
Inconceivable), just like San Juan de la Cruz, Ruben Dario,... those 
Dramatists Felix Lope de Vega y Carpio and Pedro Calderon de la Barca y 
Barreda Gonzalez de Henao Ruiz de Blasco y Riaho,... and of course, so many 
others... including Borges and those wicked games he played... (Cervantes is on 
another Plain...) [Finnegan's Wake and Guernica and The Cantos may or may 
not be masterpieces, I can't tell, and I’ll never be able to tell... there’s something 
about them though... curiosity remains... whereas I have very serious doubts 
about Schoenberg... Very Serious Doubts...] 

If I were Vietnamese, and in part - due to "<existential bonds" which I made -1 
am, the Greatest Singer of All Time, of course Subjectively, albeit Passionately, 
Seen, would be Duy Khanh (1936-2003) - and no-one else would even come 
close... ["Spiritually", the Sense of Exile and Longing, Yearning for one's Soil, 
Village, Mother, Ancestors, Hearth, Hestia, Fatherland,... is Everything to Our 
respective Identities... the "One Worlders" are people too, but to US (Me and 
Duy) THEY are not only TOTALLY DEPLORABLE and ENTIRELY 
DESPICABLE, but they are... foreign, distant, barbarous, mean, savage,... 
repulsive, disgusting,... ANIMALS... YOU , DUY, ARE THE 
GREATEST!!! https:f/www.youtube.com/watch?v=qVZCVxwF2Ul&temp- 
new-window- 

replacement=true OR htips://www.voutube.com/watch?v=9cs594KZio8&te 
mp-new-window-replacement=true and many, many other expressions of 
TRIBE, LOVE and LIFE... BECAUSE 

Que Hiring is EVERYTHING !! ■ 

"there's no place like Home", "there's no place like Home", "there's no 
place like Home",...] [One point of view is: if a Society loses control of its 
Women (Children and Youth), Negroes and or Gypsies, Homosexuals and 
Deviants, its Jews and Borders, it has no Future as a Society a Human Being 









would want to live in. Another point of view is: The previous point of view is 
YOUR PROBLEM, PREJUDICE and BIGOTRY, and ("your") Human 
Beings CAN and DO DO IT and THINGS DIFFERENTLY... and 
"Suddenly" YOU are the OTHER and Object of Control, Power, 
Domination,... Vanishment...] [The COLD HARD FACTS are that without an 
Enforceable Programme of RACISM (the kind, degree, extent, 
aggressiveness,... is not examined here) and BORDER CONTROL, then You 
won't have a Country or a Recognisable to your Immediate Ancestors, and 
probably even to Yourself, Collective Identity to Belong To. Whether Such a 
Situation Bothers You or Not is Purely, Ultimately, a Matter of Taste - Thus 
Far, Israel, Japan, Poland and Botswana, just to name four examples, for 
whatever reasons, are VERY, VERY, VERY BOTHERED...] [The FACTS are 
that most, if not all, Western Mass Democracies, have Chosen to undergo 
MASSIVE RACE REPLACEMENT, along with the TREMENDOUS 
CULTURAL-IDEOLOGICAL-AESTHETIC CHANGES of Recent Decades, 
and, the PROCESS is almost certainly IRREVERSIBLE. THE QUESTION is 
What Will Remain of the Old, and for How Much Longer Will Western Mass 
Democracies Remain Western, Mass Democracies, and at least in part 
Separate From Africa, Asia (including the Middle East) and or Latin 
America?... The Elites and the Peoples of Western Mass Democracies Chose 
and or Acquiesced to both the Course-the Path, and, the Replacement... on 
the Back of Centuries of (political-economic, spiritual-ideological, cultural- 
aesthetic,...)... Change, and the World Wars, and the changing Geopolitical 
Correlation of Forces, and Technological Revolutions, and.... the (Sublime 
and Real) Operation of the Heterogony of ENDS...] [The "Global Village" 
Came into Being... in the Hunt for Profits and God Knows what Else... the 
Villagers were Yellow, Brown, Black,... and Eventually no Whites were Left... 
a Certain Diaspora and a Certain Fortress Felt Good... until the Global 
Village of Yellow, Black and Brown Gave Them What they Asked For... for 
Tribes can Win for Some or even a Lot of the Time, but the Greater the Wins, 
the Greater the Losses... until Even the Victors are Total Losers... Scipio 
Knew and Said Something which those in the Hunt, Drunk with Provisional 
Success, Failed to See... Because They Too are Humans... and Learn Nothing 
from History or from Others...] [Only GOD knows how much I love Thai 
Thanh, Khdnh Ly, Nocpia Bspno, rscopyia MqrraKq, Opsarq MaKpq, Niko 
NravpiSq, Awvvaq nanayiavvonovXo, BaaiXq AvXojvirq, Tijsvq Kapsijq, 
"EXXq Aapnsrq, Niko Tovvapq, Nr paro naywvprijq, rpqyopq MmdiKtbraq, 
Nr paro Aiovvmov, rubra AvSia, Pira Na.KUJM.pwv, IIoXv ndvov, ndvo 
Tafk/j.d, Niko EvXovpq, Avva Xpvoacpq, AXsko KiraaKq, EXsvq BirdXq, 
Nivov, MitsXXov, NraXyKa, nanaymKa, TaaovadKq, Kapvafia, MapiKa 
KpsPParrd, rscopyia BaaiXsiddov, Psva BXaxonovXov, Mipq (hcoronovXo, 
Aapnpo Kcovoravrdpa, Oavdaq Bsyyo, Nrivo HXionovXo, K. XarCq/pqaro, 
rKUOVaKq, Maipq ApCOVq, Nnspavrija Bpava,... A ^ n0) Jia/iavridov, Taaaio Kappadia, 



Zfiapw ZrEipavtdov, Asia TlavpiKiov, EsviStj, Kovrov, Ttvvt.pdhp IlpcoTonanna, K. Aovko., ra/SpitjAidij, II. 
Zspfid, AiaveAAo, 0eppa, KsdpaKa, XV vAiavonovAov, Zatpsiptov, TIovAonovAo, Kokoto, AyysAonovAo, 
Zayopaio, Bayy. Ilepmviadtj, BogkotiovAo, Mrjrponavo, Mapovda, Ildpio, MapivsAAa, Kcu'ri] / \pEV, Mr no. 
IlanadonovAov, Zoipia KoAAt/rtjptj, Mo.ipij Ai'vra, TCih’ij Bdvov, Peva Kovpubrt/, XpiorodovAonovAo, 


Mriraid,... these singers and actors (and dozens and dozens and dozens of others) 
are My LIFE... MY GREATEST MOMENTS on this Earth were with 
THEM... (even more Celestial: Ka£avT£I3tjq, MorryoAiou, Ktbaraq 
KapaKtbaxaq (kao/mvo, »/✓«;/;/ pov), Duy Khanh, Setsuko Hara, Kinuyo 
Tanaka, Baalltjq AoyodsTiStjq, BovyiovKk&Ktj, Tmraavi]q, BapPaKdptjq, 

MtjradKtjq, nanaitodvvov, Zapnrraq,... Novyiovf... A a. Na.KUJ.dpwq, T. 
T£a/Juj.aq,... + EvayysAia Mapyapcbvr\, Xubrrjq, Erspylov (narepaq Kal indq), /’. IIo.AawAdyoq, K. 

IlanaddnovA.oq, A. KupvdOjq,... B. Zateaq B. ZovKu.q, / id vvij q BamAdnovAoq, Ili.rpoAovKo.q XaAiadq,... 

A ijpijr/iijq Zipoijq (1883-1950), ricbpyoq Kopoq, /'. KovironovAoq,... MiKtjq, Mavoq, Zravpoq S., 
MapKonovAoq, KaA.dapaq, Aiajq lld.vov, Kdorraq I'mvvidijq, 0. Ai:p/li:vicbTi]q, AoTCoq, Mno.Kd.hpq, T. 1'ovKo.q, 
nAaooaq,... Ku.Ao.rCf\q, Z&xoq, II. Mi/aAonovAoq, Xpiordhijq, ’An. NiKoAo.idipq,... Attik, Mndrijq, Xpvoh’ijq,.. 
Nrivoq Karoovpidtjq,... Mi/d.A ij q / 'ey troop // Zravpoq TCova.vd.Koq, rKoyKoq Mnayiavrepaq, AovKiooa, 
Aifpijrpijq lIana.pl/ot-jA, Ninoq EavOonovAoq,... K.d., K.&., k.o . j ^ a f[ a Matter of Taste (for 


others, see pdf above)...] 


How Uncomfortable it IS, to be Confronted with The TRUTH and nothing but 
The TRUTH... There the Moron Squirms, Howls and Goes Bananas Because 
His (Her, Its) Values have been Relativised by the Fact(s) of Reality!!!... [Just 
noticing something insignificant (and I could well be wrong, because I, like 
many or most, only see a few things, and definitely not Behind the Scenes,...): in 
the first months of the Trump administration, on the back of National Patriotic 
Announcements about Rapprochement with Russia, the Need for a Boost in 
National Production, the Protection of National Borders, etc. there were two or 
three (young) men of Greek extraction in the Inner Circle, who, after Trump's 
Retreat back into being fully in line with the ("neocon"-endorsed) "Deep State", 
were Removed, and the Federal Governmental Focus Returned to Saudi Arabia, 
Israel, Iran,... with much less (or no) Talk or Action regarding Borders, 
National Production, Rapprochement with Russia,...] [It's also perhaps of 
(slight) interest that many in the Physical (Natural) Sciences, rather than the 
Intellectual-Cultural "Sciences" or Humanities, are Greeks or of Greek origin 
in "top" American Universities, whereas in the latter of the two main Fields, a 
particular Tribe, with Excellent English-language (Written and Verbal) Skills, 
and a particularly Acute Sense of and Ability in Ideology and Propaganda 
(Ethicisation), and "becoming Famous", shaping and possessing "Doxa",... is 
Grossly Over-Represented as to...] 

In Short: where there are Races and Sexes and "-phobias" and "-philias" or "- 
manias" and..., there is NECESSARILY Racism and Sexism and "-phobia" and 
"-philia/mania" and "anti-" and "pro-"... the Really Interesting Question is 
WHO is doing the Racism and Sexism etc. to WHOM, which Side(s) is/are 
relatively benefitting and Maintaining and/or Increasing their Power (broadly 




defined), and which Side(s) is/are losing out and are having their Power 
Decreased and are Ceding Power (broadly defined)... When the Demographics 
for Europeans were Relatively Robust, and Women (and Homosexuals) and 
other Minorities were more or less "In their Place", combined with Capitalism, 
the Industrial (and French) Revolution and Imperialism, some European 
Countries Ruled the World (and other European countries benefitted too)... As 
the relative Demographics of Europeans began Declining, and European 
Women (and Homosexuals) became "Out of Control" after Two World Wars 
and the Advent of (historically advanced) Massifiecl-Atomised Hedonistic 
"LifeStyle" Consumerism, with Parts of the Third World beginning to Seriously 
Develop including with Population Explosions, the Collective Will to Defend 
what was otherwise Self-Evident: relative Racial, Ethnic, Religious, Cultural 
Homogeneity as macro-Historical Continuity (real and imagined), and, Europe 
(under American Tutelage, which as the Dominant Imperial Power after 
Europe's Historical Decline Kicked off on a Grand Scale the West's 
contemporary multi-racial "multi-culturalism"), became relatively largely 
DeCoupled, and the West is now on either the Path towards Roughly the Same, 
but less relatively White and or Christian and or Secular, and (probably) with 
More Crime, Anomie; a (considerably to (almost) totally) Different Synthesis 
than in the Past; or is Heading to Oblivion as the New Content Holds Sway... 
until the Next Great Change... Power Sustains and IS Identity (i.e. Human 
Identity is Power) always with regard to other Power and Identities, in Humans 
in Society-Culture in Nature, from the Local to the GeoPolitical... "Multi- 
Culturalism" is not necessarily Good, nor is it necessarily Bad; ditto 
" (mono)Ethno-Nationalism"... what essentially matters is the Level of Social 
Coherence and Social Order in any given Historical Situation.... aesthetic- 
cultural preferences are, in terms of Objective Observation, purely Subjective, 
but always relative to societal-cultural objective Reality, to the extent an 
individual has such preferences,... The Political and Politics ultimately 
ALWAYS mean (BIG) TROUBLE... [If All People of the World Can Be Greeks 
(Hellenes) THEN there are NO GREEKS (Hellenes). If All People of the World 
Can Be Jews (Hebrews) THEN there are NO JEWS (Hebrews). Every Identity 
has its Anti-Identity. (Every Racism has its Anti-Racism and or AutoRacism). 
Every Truth GETS LOST in an Anti-Truth (False Consciousness, Ideology). The 
Ideologies and Practices of and in Western Mass Democracies have brought 
and are leading to (almost) Certain (permanent and significant (to SEE)) Racial 
Change (?except perhaps with regard to The Tribe and certain Eastern 
European Nations?), BUT it is STILL an OPEN matter as to Where Culturally, 
with Massive Cultural Change Already Having Taken Place, (once) Western 
(First World) societies will End Up] [Accusing Me of Racism, is NOT AN 
ARGUMENT, Imbecile! Cretin! Moron! Retard! Accusing Me of Racism is Your 
Way of Aggressively Supporting (and Concealing) Your own (Auto)Racism and 
Promoting Further Disdain for our Genetic and/or Cultural Ancestors] [First 



Ever New Times European Colonial (Trading) Corporation (pczoyiKt) szaipda): 
the Genovese "Maona " trading in Gum on the island of Chios from 1346/1347 
A.D. (as prototype for the East India and Dutch East India Companies some 
250 years later!, etc.), with the abolition of (democratic) (forms of) Self- 
Government, Self-Rule, Byzantine Law and Currency, and the Greek Language 
as Official Language, and with the Island's Greek Elite (forced to) 

Collaborating with the Genovese Rulers, as well as the Island's Hebrews (Jews) 
acting as Financiers/Lenders regarding the Island's Gum Monopoly, prospering 
(in comparison to when under Byzantine or later Ottoman Rule). Again, in 1373 
"Maona Vecchia di Cipro" in Cyprus, with Columbus "in Town" c. 1474/1475 
(Richard I, Conquest of Cyprus, 1191 A.D.). Turkish Rule from 1566 meant 
"Free(r) Trade” BUT Very Heavily Taxed Trade... http.V/ardin- 
rixi. gr/archive s/206600] 


"Don't be Sexist!", "Don't be Racist!", "Don't be Homophobic!", "Don't be 
Islamophobic!", "Don't be an Anti-Semite!" IN REALITY means "Don't be 
Rude!", "Don't be Crude!", "Don't be Mean!" AND "Accept, or rather Bend or 
Submit to, my Values-Soaked, Normative Definition of Racism, Sexism, 
Homophilia (HomoMania), Islamophilia (IslamoMania), Pro-Semitism (Pro- 
Zionism, PhiloSemitism, SemitoMania), and all my implied and or explicit 
Power Claims"... 


It's simple, or, a Tale of Two Hats, or really One Hat 

Hat A: What you are (which itself can change or be "under negotiation"), and 
what roles you play depending on whom you are interacting with. Don't have to 
be Fanatical, but often Ideological. 

Hat B: Observation of Human Affairs, i.e. Science of the human (social) world - 
ONLY description and explanation based on empirical evidence and absolute 
logical consistency (Hat B in effect can come under Hat A's "roles you play 
depending on whom you are interacting with"). Need to be an absolute 
FANATIC, including always being on the lookout for errors and always 
correcting them. Necessarily Ideational, but never Ideological. 


Once, it was Philosophy v. Rhetoric. Now, it is The Observation of Human 
Affairs (Social (Human) Science) v. Ideology... 



Personally, I don’t want to offend You and your Sensitivities, but Reality does... 
or more precisely: Reality does not Care... 


If a Retard ever asks me for an Interview, the only thing I have to say is: 
MOOOOOO!!!!!! (Or: Have a Banana. It's Good for You!) 


Notwithstanding that the vast majority of known Hellenes, Rhomaioi (Romioi, 
Rom), Greeks, were relatively white peoples (Pelasgians, et. al.) from greater 
Southern Europe, Asia Minor, Eastern Mediterranean, Pontus, etc. (as well as 
there being Hellenised Middle Easterners who were never a majority or the 
main population of Greeks), and that the vast majority of Great Hellenes 
throughout more than 3,000 years of history were relatively white (as opposed 
to relatively black or relatively yellow or even, at least more often than not, 
relatively brown) too, I would never object to people of mixed Greek-Arabic, 
Greek-Asian, Greek-Persian, Greek-Armenian, Greek-Slavic, Greek-Albanian, 
Greek-African, Greek-Hebraic, etc. descent from being called "Greeks" if they 
had a fully active Hellenic consciousness and mode of living, and I would 
always make an exception for someone (those) with no (and certainly half) 
Greek descent who has (have) proven himself (themselves) to be a great Greek 
(Greeks)... e.g. Philo or Saint Romanos the Melodist (the Hymnographer) or 
Heraclius or Digenes Akrites or Nikephoros (Nicephorus) I or John I Tzimiskes 
or Souliotes or Arvanites or law-abiding (Orthodox) Hellenised Gypsies or the 
Very Underrated Hero, Artist and Poet Nikos Engonopoulos or the Great 
Giannes Papasideres or the much beloved and adored Marika Ninou, and of 
course our very own Manolis Angelopoulos, et al., et al., et al.,... (what a State 
does as a matter of Law is another question, and it does not concern me here)... 
the racial basis of an ethnos might become looser and expand over time, and 
theoretically it can alter totally, but the reality is that major historic European 
nations do have a relatively homogeneous racial and non-Mohammedan or 
non-Hindu etc. religious core (relative to other non-European races and sub¬ 
races or ethne and often as between themselves), over centuries and millennia, 
and that's a fact no matter how painful such a fact might be to various, very 




many unfortunately, Retards... (whether someone cares about relative racial, 
religious and or cultural Continuity or not, or whether that Contintuity takes 
place, and to what extent it takes place, on a non-racial and non-religious basis, 
is also another matter, pertaining to the Now and the Tomorrow of Collectives, 
and not to the Fact of the Yesterday of centuries (or even millennia) of relatively 
non-black, non-yellow, non-very brown, non-Mohammedan, non-Hindu etc., 
racial-ethnic-cultural-civilisational European identities... - even if ethnos is 
defined narrowly as applying only from the advent of the Westphalian State or 
the French Revolution, there were always relatively Frankish, Hispanic, Celtic, 
British, Italic, Greek, Germanic, Slavic, Bulgarian, etc. civilisations and 
cultures of Extended Ethnic/National Families, with all their local and regional 
Variety and truly Beautiful or at least Interesting Diversity...)... Personally, as a 
matter of taste, I might find a Norseman or Anglo-Saxon or Scotsman or Teuton 
just as optically distasteful as an Arab, Jew (Semite), an Indian (Pakistani- 
Bangladeshi) or a sub-Saharan African, but that's personal (and it doesn’t stop 
me from appreciating or loving thinkers or artists such as Hamsun, S. Johnson, 
A. Ferguson, Umm Kulthum, Spinoza, Nusrat Fateh Ali Khan, Satyajit Ray, 
Louis Armstrong, and many, many others,... also, I fully realise that I'm 
probably very distasteful to look at to others, including people of my own race 
and or ethnos)... and the aforesaid aesthetic-culturalpersonal taste is no 
compelling excuse to be impolite, unkind or cruel to people if they are polite, 
kind and nice to me... [History has spoken: Our time was 1200 B.C. - 1200 A.D. 
(approx.). On the way Up, Up, and Strong; then the Fall... now On the Way 
Out... 800 years is quite a long time to be saying Good-Bye... but this time WE 
REALLY MEAN IT...] [Of great interest to people of Greek origin should be the 
relatively high degree of cultural-linguistic Continuity from Ancient Greece to 
Alexandrian Hellenism to Roman-Byzantine Hellenism to Modern Greece... of 
course, there are great Changes at all linguistic and other cultural and 
biological levels... but the degree of Continuity in (elements of) Language and 
Race and Culture is Astonishing if one considers the roughly 3,500 years of 
evolution... comparing the forms of the Greek language is relatively easy, but 
also look into the plethora of elements in Orthodox Faith and Liturgy which are 
Remnants and a Continuation and/or a MetaDevelopment of Ancient Greek 
Worship, including Drama/Tragedy, as well as a whole host of Folk (Demotic) 



and "High (Literary, Formal, Logiai)" Cultural Traditions with Ancient Origins 
and or Reference (Dances, Music (and musical organs), Poetry (Folk Songs), 
Sayings, Superstitions, Saints Days, etc., etc., etc.), including Democracy and 
Greek Communities until the 19th or early 20th century (see also the recent 
DNA evidence...)... again, so that the Lobotomised Cretins can understand, 
THERE IS NO PURITY OF CONTINUITY, but THERE IS DEFINITELY A 
PARTIAL CULTURAL, RELIGIOUS and RACIAL CONTINUITY... Revolting, 
Disgusting, Miasmatic Ethno-Nihilist RETARDS!!!... I hope you DIE miserable 
DEATHS at the hands of...!!!...]... 

Until the Fall of Constantinople, the (Eastern) Romans or “Byzantines” as well as the Latins 
(Italic Romans), including Popes and Latin Scholars, always saw the main body of people of 
the Eastern Roman (Byzantine) Empire as Hellenes, Greeks of one kind or another e.g. as 
Aeolians, Dorians, Achaeans, Ionians, Argives, Danaans,... (even in the early centuries of the 
Eastern Roman Empire when from the 6 th or 7 th century being a Hellene in name was 
effectively banned because it meant National (Ethnic), which was associated with paganism, 
the language and culture remained Greek-(and Latin)-centric in practice)... and the 
“Byzantines” continued to see the Latins as “Barbarians” or “Scythians” etc.. Once however 
the Hellenic-based Imperium was lost forever (1204-1453), by the 18 th century German 
Scholars and Historians as well as figures such as Gibbon (with his jolly English ignorance in 
knowing absolutely nothing about the elements of continuity, and rupture, in modern Greek 
civilisation from ancient Greece... with one of his successors being Toynbee... Romilly 
Jenkins, Cyril Mango, Roderick Beaton,... all of them in favour, to a lesser or greater extent, 
quite naturally, of a British Imperialist view of the world... denying and or belittling modem 
Greek identity, whether in Greece or Cyprus... with Athens as capital, and “Greeks” having 
nothing to do with Constantinople and the Greek populations scattered across the Balkans, 
the Middle East, Northern Africa and in the Near East until the early or middle of the 
20 th century...) (as well as Montesquieu, Hegel, et al.), and those of the (Western) European 
Enlightenment (up to the Braudel, Le Goff et al.), saw the Greeks (Hellenes) as both lost in 
the Feudal Dark Ages (or Asiatic Despotism) of Byzantium (when feudalism was a social 
phenomenon in the West, and (elements of) polis-based anthropocentric democracy 
continued in the Hellenocentric East, i.e. Eastern Roman Empire (Byzantium)), and or as not 
Greeks at all (not even partially), as in the case of Fallmerayer and many others... to 
Hobsbawm and the assorted EthnoNihilst Imbeciles and Ideologues (e.g. the Kurds today are 
not a nation (as distinct culture/civilisation) because they have no State!), who either directly 
or indirectly support some version of the non-Hellenic Western Imperium and way of looking 
at the world, whether of the French, the English, the Germans or the American (incl. (Zio- 
)Globalist) variety (and or see Greece only as what it is - a Protectorate of Great Britain, and 
later the U.S.A., with limited or no agency, and of course seek Positions of Power at the 
Helm of the Protectorate (with the greatest being Venizelos, and far less successful, 
Karamanlis, whereas recent Heads and Elites are not even worth Cow Dung...)... In other 
words. Hegemony, i.e. in essence Power, is what “steers” “historians” to each and every 
respective “Truth”. The actual historical-scientific truth is of course much more complicated, 
because it includes, macro-historically, both Breaks and Continuity. The good or great 
historian is able to identify both the Breaks and the Continuity. The Cretin and Ideologue 
simply awaits his, her or its next Ford Foundation, E.U., or other Grant, or simply basks in 





the Glory of current Power, given that many people like to identify with the (temporary) 
Winners, and to gain from it... if they cannot gain from playing the Victim... or both... and 
“electable monarchies” (i.e. parliamentary regimes with Hegemon-led mass parties, some 
kind of separation of powers and rule of law etc.), became known as “democracies”... 
whereas it is believed that the ancient world ended upon the Fall of Rome in the 5 th (to 7 th ) 
century, and not in the 15 th century when the metropolis Constantinople fell, or even the 
19 th century when the modem Greek State as Western protectorate displaced Greek (polis and 
or) community-centric life (with the abolition of the Commons (Koina) («Kotva» = city-states 
of ancient Greece as adapted and modified within the Eastern Roman Oikoumene (= 
CosmoSystem), from the village to the Metropolis with democratic elements of organisation 
(incl. of the economy)... incl. electability and recallability of proestoi et al.... gathering of the 
Commons («pd£co£i<;, (,iduoGl») = ekklesia of the demos)... there will always be intellectuals 
who as Agents of (foreign) Imperial Powers hypostatise Myths and Shape Ideologies in order 
to Serve certain Elites, domestic and or Foreign (today, as far as Greece is concerned, incl. 
Germans, Americans-British, and Turks)... no matter what the society or social formation... 
the Arabs too took from the Greek world, ancient and Roman-Byzantine, but it was Italy 
which had the telling Renaissance on an at least in part anthropocentric basis... in the late 7 th , 
early 8 th century the Venetians told Charlemagne that they belong to the (Eastern) Roman 
Imperium... Zampelios and Paparrigopoulos saw the Continuity as the Fact it Was and Is 
(albeit increasingly getting thinner, sparser,...)... the Abuse of Concepts, and the Denial of 
History as the Study of Facts and Factual Causation, is widespread because Ideologues seek 
to Fegitimise Present-Day Power Claims and Hegemony... (see e g - the much loved ’ often nght - but at least on 

occasion also wrong, G. Contogeorgis in «0 rubpycx; Kapap7i£A,ia<; onvopiA,r| 0 £ ttiv TEiapiri 24 Iavonapiou p£ tov opoxipo Ka0r|yr|Tr| 
nav£7narr|pion Kai auyypatpsa Tuopyo Kovtoyimpyri p£ 0Epa: «H EWayvucri laiopioypaqna euro tov <I>(ApEpau£p otov 
Xop^apjrdoup»», oto KdtpE ton Iavou, SiaSiou 24, A0r|va ( http://ardin-rixi.gr/archives/20684711 J would add that the 

“racial” element of Greek civilisation and the Greek nation as distinct civilisation (with 
relatively high level of cultural-civilisational cohesion, notwithstanding all the dialectical and 
local diversity, variety and differentiation...) might have been diluted over time e.g. 

10 th century B.C. vs. 10 th century A.D. vs. today... but at least until today it has mostly (or 
even overwhelmingly) been a relatively White Southern European racial element, and NOT 
e.g. a relatively Black Central African racial element, or a relatively Yellow Han Chinese 
racial element... of course, things can and do change, but historical Facts are historical Facts... 
if a Retard holds that History is just a Clash of Narratives, it would be nice if he, she or it 
could be Punched in the Head, and then asked if that Felt like a Narrative... He, She or It, 
though, is So Retarded, that they would be more than happy to forget all of history, and hand 
over their own ancestors’ country to Hordes of Mohammedans, Africans and other Asians... 
that’s exactly what a few decades of general prosperity and hedonistic consumerism (incl. all 
kinds of drug-taking etc.) have brought and bring... (just as ridiculous was the vulgar Marxist 
insistence that the nation is the product of the bourgeoisie, as if a common general culture 
and or language as distinct from other common general cultures or simply language did not 
pre-exist the creation of the modern nation-states)... and today’s “Left-Wingers” can’t see 
that behind every Imperialism (a.k.a. “globalisation”) are concrete, very specific (trans¬ 
national and or state and or other group Interests... and that once so-called “globalisation” 
retreats, some nations will still exist, whereas others, owing to their elites’ (and people’s) 
Collective Fobotomy and Generalised Retardism, will Really then be HISTORY... 
[Hobsbawm, as well as his fellow Tribesman, Gellner, are not without their (many) insights 
and strong points... yet when they get things wrong, they really are absolutely WorthFess and 
totally RePellant...]... on the other hand, it is a Fact that Western nations in general have 
become much more “loose” both racially and culturally, and whilst no-one can know for sure 
where it is all going to End, for those of us who love (the notion of) our Ancestors and 




Civilisational-Cultural Continuity, to the Extent it Exists, which we Bear, the last Few 
Decades have been a Freakish, Nightmarish Disaster... [upon liberating Constantinople from 
the Venetians, Franks et al. in 1261 A.D. Michalis Palaiologos in a Speech set forth the first 
Megali Idea of Fiberating Historical Hellenic Territory from the Barbarians ("Megali Idea" as 
a term was first said in 1843 in the Greek Parliament by Ioannis Koletis... = of unifying the 
Nation and the People (or Race) with the Greek State... which = an Exercise in National 
Fiberation like, at least in one respect and GROSSO MODO, e.g. Mao's or Ho Chi Minh's 
Wars of Fiberation and Unification...)... but the reality is that since c. 1071 (incl. Manzikert 
and loss of Southern Italy)/1204 We have been On the Way Out... our Way Up and Peak was 
roughly 1200 B.C. to 1200 A.D... thereafter, Down and Departing the World’s Stage... the 
Filiki Hetaireia (Eteria) (as well as prior to the Filiki Eteria, Rigas Pheraios (Feraios) with his 
multi-ethnic HellenoCentric conception of a New Greater Greece/Byzantium), knew too, that 
Constantinople had to be the Centre, the Capital... and all relevant lands in today's Greece 
(incl. and as well as, as the case may be, Macedonia, (Northern) Epirus, Thrace, (south¬ 
eastern) Eastern Rumelia,...) and Asia Minor and Pontus and Cyprus and... with substantial 
numbers of Greeks, had to be Fiberated and Included,... and it never became so - the British 
(and French, and Italians, and Germans, and Turks,...) would never had allowed the 
realisation of such Schemes/Dreams,... and they never became True and Real (despite some 
successes in creating today's Greece; [Dragoumis wanted the Hellenic World to Accompany 
(and or Absorb) the Ottomans due to Hellenic Civilisational and Commercial Superiority... 
against the Slavs/Bulgarians])... and hence Our End is now Nigh...] [Of today’s Ethne or 
Nations with fairly strong Continuity from ancient (B.C.) times, Greece Falls first, then 
perhaps Israel,... then Persia (Iran), Japan, Korea, Vietnam etc. and finally, in many centuries 
or millennia?, China....] [even if Contogeorgis’s distinction between Western Serf and Greek 
member of a Polis or the Koina, is correct, in that the former has no national (ethnic) 
consciousness of belonging to a collectivity, since he is not anthropocentrically and 
politically (relatively) free, the Serf still belonged to a Distinct Civilisation, e.g. the Gallic as 
opposed to the AngloSaxon or Norman or Iberian or Italic or...] [Relatively strongly 
MonoCultural (MonoReligious) Multi-Racialism... Maybe You should Try it... it worked for 
the Eastern Roman “Empire” for more than, or at least for much of, One Thousand Years... 
on the other hand, IntraCultural i.e. IntraReligious Conflict was at times Acute, and Relative 
Homogeneity Guarantees Nothing of itself...] [Gennadius Scholarius (15 th century) e.g. spoke 
of Hellenes, not Romans...] [It’s interesting how Karambelias talks of 1,000,000 being the 
victims of Turkish Janissary Abduction, Enslavement and Genocide, whereas the Other 
Tribesman “expert”, Bernard Eewis, talks of 250,000... very interesting...] [In Eastern Rome 
(Constantinople), the Monarch or Emperor was never Head of Church, whereas in (late 
feudal/ Renaissance/Westphalian) Western Europe... and hence anti-clericalism and 
“Enlightenment” took another course... whereas our “Enlightener” as “Educator” was 
Kosmas Aitolos... Contogeorgis says that there is no modem Greek Enlightenment, because 
“Enlightenment” was a Western European need to move on from feudalism and clericalism 
(the Church)... [so Kondylis’s book on the Modern Greek Enlightenment is a misnomer, or, 
simply refers to a current in the intelligentsia which mimicked the Western European 
Enlightenment...]... Byzantium was never a Theocracy, nor an Empire, but a Cosmopolis with 
a Metropolis “setting the tone” etc. for the other poleis... under Western Feudalism, there 
were ethnotites not ethne... Byzantines had Kings, not Emperors... = all these theses are 
definitely interesting,... perhaps debatable, or at least worth further investigation...] 



The price of Fame, or even just fame, is certain misunderstanding, definite 
misrepresentation, wholesale confusion, and quite possibly deliberate sabotage 
and vilification too. There are advantages in not becoming more widely known, 
even within the relatively small communities of scholars and intellectuals... 

Whether Kondylis's work becomes relatively widely known or not, NO 
difference will that make to the Affairs of Humans... (If it did, there would then 
be a VERY serious epistemological problem, or GROSS de-formation...)... The 
mere Fact that the Field of Values is Entirely Open to non-Normative "Value - 
Free " Eyes engaged in Scientific Observation (and Explanation) Constitutes 
Such HUBRIS to normal Normativists, whether (far-)Left, (far-)Right or (dead- 
)Centre, whether "Conservative" or "Liberal” or "Ronald McDonald", that such 
a Fact ENSURES that Kondylis's work, and the best of Max Weber et al., CAN 
NEVER gain any kind of Lasting (relatively Widespread) Acceptance... and in 
the event of "Fame”, all such "Fame" will ATTRACT that Lasts and Sticks is 
GROSS DEFAMATION... Machiavelli and Others WERE THERE Centuries 
Before... even today, Machiavelli & Co. are largely treated with Indifference... 
or simply Avoidance... [at the End of the Day, Here and Now the Last Vestiges 
of Hellenism, and possibly Western European Culture, are Slipping out of our 
Hands... and we're going to Worry about the Fame or Disappearance of a Dead 
Author, whose Work CANNOT Save Anything, even if it is the Greatest 
Achievement in the History of Western Philosophy/Sociology/(non-physical- 
scientific) Theory?... I Do Not Think thus...] [Lucky for Me, Kondylis Died, 
before He saw any of my "Translations". Iam also Very Unlucky because 
Kondylis did not get to write Volumes 2 and 3 of his Social Ontology, because 
then I wouldn't have had Time to do any translations... When I Die, maybe 
Someone Else will get Lucky...] ["Parasitical Connoisseur" and "Knower on the 
Fringes (Margins) of Society [or: on the Outskirts of Town (to quote B. B. 
King)]" is the Fate of the Absolutely Consistent Kondylisian, BECAUSE People 
WILL CHANGE NOT - EVER!!! And they will almost always veer towards or 
end up Picking a Side, one way or another... since they are Alive... YET, the Job 
is Doable if one REALLY WANTS TO DO IT... P.K. DID IT...] [Scepticism is 
only useful if ones realises humans can and do know a great many things with 
absolute CERTAINTY...] [Having Very Strong Tastes, one way or another, 
means that the said Connoisseur WILL Strongly Resist, or at least feel intense 
Disgust towards, the Changes and those Taking a Lead or who have 
Prominence in bringing about the Changes and Change... a certain 
"degenerate"pop star, and a rather strange-looking "folk singer", in the 
decades of the Western Mass-Democratic Cultural Revolution (1960s-1970s), 
got Wind of the Changes Blowing... the Old... Away...] [Given that Paul 
Gottfried's books, which comparatively speaking are by and large far superior 
in terms of scholarship and analysis to nearly all "best sellers" in the English- 



speaking world, cannot find any kind of mass readership in the U.S.A., and 
given that Max Weber will remain "on the sidelines", notwithstanding the new 
forthcoming edition q/'Economy and Society, Kondylis's "fate" is almost certain 
(especially since Kondylis knew full well that absolutely consistent non- 
normative scientific observation (description and theory (explanation)) can 
NEVER attract many adherents, even within the small circles of "philosophers", 
"social scientists" or "intellectuals", who almost invariably engage in normative 
and or circular polemics and argumentation, and at best can only ever come 
into vogue occasionally to be used by one side against another). Yet Gottfried 
correctly indicates that things will not always ",stay the same" forever, and that 
a new correlation of forces, one way or another, is coming 
(see: http://takimag.eom/article/a paleo epitaph/print#axzz55Pw4xoTE?te 

mp-new-window-replacement=true ). And if we add to the picture the 
geopolitical-economic implications of the relative Decline of the U.S.A. and the 
relative Rise of China and other Powers (cf. 

e.g. http://nationalinterest.org/feature/trump-unveiled-these-key- 

geoeconomic-plans-his-state-the-24306?temp-new-window- 
replacement=true) , there is definitely going to be "a whole lot of shakin' going 
on" during the unfolding of the 21st century (even if the U.S.A. remains primus 
(i.e. primi) inter pares)...] [Max Weber (Economy and Society, Uni. of Calif. 
Press, 1978 (=1968), pp. 983-984 (Vol. 2), written c. 1910-1920 (?)): 
"Bureaucratic organization has usually come into power on the basis of leveling 
of economic and social differences. This leveling has been at least relative, and 
has concerned the significance of social and economic differences for the 
assumption of administrative functions. 

Bureaucracy inevitably accompanies modern mass democracy, in contrast to the 
democratic self-government of small homogeneous units. ... "the demand for 
"equality before the law" ... the horror of "privilege," and the principled 
rejection of doing business "from case to case" ... Until recent times-at least 
from the point of view of the treasury-the cheapest way of satisfying the need 
for administration was to leave almost the entire local administration and lower 
judicature to the landlords of Eastern Prussia. The same is true of the 
administration by justices of the peace in England Mass democracy which 
makes a clean sweep of the feudal, patrimonial, and-at least in intent-the 
plutocratic privileges in administration unavoidably has to put paid professional 
labor in place of the historically inherited "avocational" administration by 
notables." And at pp. 984-985: "Of course, one must always remember that the 
term "democratization" can be misleading. The demositself, in the sense of a 
shapeless mass, never "governs" larger associations, but rather is governed. 
What changes is only the way in which the executive leaders are selected and 
the measure of influence which the demos, or better, which social circles from 
its midst are able to exert upon the content and the direction of administrative 







activities by means of "public opinion". "Democratization", in the sense here 
intended, does not necessarily mean an increasingly active share of the subjects 
in government. This may be a result of democratization, but it is not necessarily 
the case...." 

See next paragraph on p. 985 as well = political concept of democracy with 
"equal rights" of the governed as entry into elites for people in general and not 
just for historical elites, and with "public opinion" influencing and thereby 
restricting officialdom's authority. Political democracy shortens terms of office 
by election and recall, allows people with any or no qualifications to run for 
office. "Thereby democracy inevitably comes into conflict with the bureaucratic 
tendencies which have been produced by its very fight against the notables." 
"Democratization" as "the minimization of the civil servants' power in favor of 
the greatest possible "direct" rule of the demos, which in practice means the 
respective party leaders of the demos. ..." = "the leveling of the governed in the 
face of the governing and bureaucratically articulated group, which in turn may 
occupy a quite autocratic position, both in fact and in form." 

It can be said that "democracy" during the last century or so in the West, and as 
it is widely known, exists only as "mass democracy", sociologically speaking, 
but in the strict political sense as governmental sense - and not political sense as 
sociological sense of the polis - democracy has never existed outside of the 
ancient Greek world and its meta-development in Eastern Rome/Byzantium 
(and even in the Ottoman Empire amongst Greeks) (see Contogeorgis). What 
we have in the West, is a rule of and by elites, who can change and "circulate", 
but who govern through Mass Parties and their relationships with 
Bureaucracies, Mass Media, Lobby (Interest) Groups/Big Money Political 
Party, N.G.O., etc. "Donors", "Public Opinion", Billionaires, Banks, 
Universities, etc., etc., etc.,... in circumstances, therefore, of massification, 
atomisation, bureaucratisation, economisation (of the social in general and of 
the political within the social), relatively "impersonal" juridification, etc., etc., 
etc.,... all sorts of networking and accumulation, concentration or crystallisation 
of power can occur, if a Group networks relatively well, has many billionaires 
and Group-members in key positions (incl. based on hard work and superior 
intelligence), and to a large extent, solid, albeit never unanimous, Group 
Positions on various matters, internal and or external...] 


On "Invaders", "Refugees" and value-neutral Terminology 

The first thing needed is a clear, or as clear as possible, definition of e.g. 
"refugee". Such a definition might have two main aspects - the legal definition, 
and, the conceptual definition based on the differentia specifica of the term in 
question compared to related terms such as "migrant" - "legal", "illegal", 
"economic", etc. (something similar applies, mutatis mutandis, to terms and 



concepts such as "genocide",...). If I am calling a mass of people "refugees" 
without actually knowing why these people are migrating, one by one, then I am 
engaging in value-laden propaganda. The same applies if I call them "invaders" 
en masse without having defined all relevant terms. "Migrant" too is misleading 
because there is a very real legal difference between "legal" and "illegal" 
migrants, and such a distinction can be of great importance to migrants 
themselves, including legal ones. In any event, if my basic position is to Stop 
the Flood of Peoples across my country's borders because I love my Country 
and my Ancestors, my Culture, my Religion, my Language, my Customs, my 
Traditions, my Identity, my Safety,... e.g. like Israel,... then they are Invading 
Hordes, Swarms, Pestilence, Animals, Criminals, Infiltrators, etc., etc., etc.. If, 
on the other hand, I support "humanitarianism" of the "Open Society" kind, they 
are beautiful, clean, pure, refugees in need of charity (so that they can, possibly 
or probably, be exploited for e.g. economic gain, sex, etc.,... by certain people, 
N.G.O.s,... who are all in the Know and with not insignificant Power). 
Scientifically, they are either legal or illegal immigrants, and they could also be 
refugees and or criminals, invaders,... and longer term... colonists, conquerors,... 
or law-abiding citizens... or some combination of the above or... that's Reality... 
it's complicated and requires strict case-by-case analysis... [even though one can 
most definitely sympathise with the plight of Honest, Law-Abiding Young 
People (not Common Criminals) who want to have "a better life" in the 
(relatively developed) West, e.g. like my Parents - even though it is by no 
means clear that life is "better"... - one's Tribe is one's Identity and one's 
Greatest Love, and depending on how one's Tribe is defined, ultimately the 
Greater Sympathy can and or does lie with Protecting one's own Tribe, so that 
the Plight of the Other then is of Secondary or of No Importance, and the Other 
must be Limited to what is Assimilable and or Co-Habitable; in short, the Other 
must be Limited and Stopped. Xenophilia/mania or Other-Worship, taken to 
Extremes, is Literally AutoPhobia and Self-Suicide - the Collective Death of 
those who are Collectively Lobotomised and Hate their Genetic and or Cultural 
Inheritance] [The Soviet Union, with its top-heavy amongst the Soviet Elites 
Semito/Zio-Tribal involvement (particularly in the first few decades), and 
notwithstanding its appalling treatment of tens of millions of individuals, 
including as peasants and proletarians/workers and consumers, managed to 
compete geopolitically (mainly as a Vehicle of Russian Nationalism and 
Imperialism) with the much more technologically and industrially developed 
West (incl. with the U.S.A. at its Imperialist and Ethnological-Cultural Peak), as 
well as make Global an anti-Colonial and anti-Crude-Racist View of the World. 
That is not, world-historically, to be shunned or belittled. The Effects of the 
Soviet Union on the World Order were essential, if not the sole, Building 
Blocks in the further development of the "Globalist" phase of "late 
capitalism"...] [To Polydoros: it could actually be that the U.S.A. is, mutatis 
mutandis, and given that Time moves far faster Now compared to Then, in a 



kind of Late Roman Empire Phase, and that Donald Trump, like Marcus 
Aurelius, is the Last Great Philosopher-Emperor, who cannot do more than 
Simply Delay the Fall...l 

It seems to me that, realistically, "the best" that Western mass democracies can 
hope for, almost certainly in vain, is (the continuance or reinstitution of) 
relatively high degrees of freedom of speech (including the right to offend but 
not to slander and or cause specific, concrete physical, monetary, etc. - but not 
emotional - damage), full freedom of association with no kind of coercive 
integration, the rule of law as single legal system under One Law for all 
citizens, the ending of all programmes of "affirmative action " which 
discriminate against MERIT and relatively indigenous relatively white (male) 
populations, the strict protection of borders (including the full expulsion of anti- 
Western illegal immigrants or invaders and their offspring) with strict 
programmes of legal migration if certain countries want and need such 
migration, and gov eminent-backed programmes to boost the birth rates of the 
historically core relatively white peoples of every nation of the Western mass 
democracies (with ethno-centric and pro-patriarchal family values promoted in 
Education systems without ethno-chauvanism towards other ethne apart from 
stating (historical) facts), etc.... All talk of a "return" to some perceived 
demographic and cultural Golden Age c. 1960 or c. 1860 etc. is just as likely to 
come to pass as ever-lasting multi-racial and multi-cultural harmonious 
Paradises in a "Borderless One World". The geo-political and global-economic 
situation and man’s relationship with the Environment ultimately, most likely, 
will constitute the telling framework within which Western mass democracies 
may or may not survive, prosper, decline (further and further) or lose their 
distinctive features completely and become something else (which (very) long¬ 
term will happen anyway, one way or another, as history teaches us, "must", or 
at least is very likely to, happen...). [Cf. "THE PARIS STATEMENT - A Europe 
We Can Believe In”, which raises a lot of pertinent issues and makes a number 
of telling and objectionable, scientifically (not necessarily ethically), points] 

[Copied and Pasted Herefrom the Comments Section of a Useful to Peruse 
"non-mainstream" WebSite (the issues raised and the texts mentioned are worth 
exploring if anyone has the Time): "A country that thinks that diversity is more 
important than merit is doomed. In my opinion this doom begins in education, 
especially universities, and in high tech companies. Of course also in 
politics. Sarrazin warned explicitly how mass immigration will lead to the end 
of Germany. He, at the time was still a member of the Board of the Bundesbank, 
a very capable economist, and was fired immediately after the book was 
published. Thilo Sarrazin, ‘Deutschland schafft sich ab, Wiewir unser Land 
aufs Spiel setzen ’, Miinchen 2010. In fact Lasch made the same 
warning: Christopher Lasch, ‘The Culture of Narcissism, American Life in an 
Age of Diminishing Expectations’, 1979, 1980, London. For France: Eric 



Zemmour, ‘Le Suicide Francais ’, 2014 Paris. For the Netherlands: Paul 
Scheffer, ‘Die Eingewanderten, Toleranz in einer grensenlosen Welt', Miinchen 
2008 (Het land van aankomst, 2007)"] 


When I was an E.S.L. Teacher... a Chinese Student said to Me... 

WhiteDevilMan Conquered BrownMan and BlackMan and went so far as to 
Take Land closer to ChinaMan than to WhiteDevilMan Homeland. ChinaMan, 
being Wise, Say: "You Take Land for Now, WhiteDevilMan, because You will 
Take for 200 or 300 Year, maybe 400 Year, but Confucius Say Probably Not. 
You forget WhiteDevilMan that YellowMan ChinaMan have been Round for 
4000 or 5000 Year, and You will become so Drunk on your Easy Success and 
so Complacent, that in about 2 Hour 24 Minute, it Mine". [And, of course, no- 
one talks about Menzies anymore... and the Chinese Student could be totally 
Wong...] [Alternate Take: WhiteDevilMan Let Woman Govern in Public and 
Make His Men Poofter Like Girl and Open Border to all sort of Monkey 
Invasion Because WhiteDevilMan think Technology and Hedonistic 
Consumption is Meaning of Life and Can Cover all the Problem, BUT 
ChinaMan SAY "Fuck That Bullshit!" and Keep Woman and Gay Faggot Under 
Control, Fose a Bit of Control, BUT Basically Still Under Control (and Keep 
Filthy Pork Muslim in Place and Tibet and anyone who Hate China), Because 
ChinaMan Know He not Fortune Cookie Stupid Because ChinaMan Survive 
5000 Year Already, and Want another 5000 Year and NO WANT CHINA 
TRIBE to Finish... WhiteDevilMan is FUFF RETARD, ChinaMan is TRUFY 
WISE...] 

When I was a Barrister, a Judge, of a particular Ethnic(Racial)-Religious Group 
(but that's totally irrelevant). Said to Me... 

"You are Wrong. I am Right (as a Matter of Faw, ALWAYS as a Matter of 
Faw). AND THE DECISION OF THE COURT IS..." [I can't actually 
remember anymore, but He may well have been Right...] 

When I was a University Student, nearly 30 years ago, of English Literature, an 
Extremely Ugly, Very Mad Childless Woman, who looked like some kind of 
Sick Elf-Woman, with a Ph.D. said to Me: THAT Petrarch kept on putting 
Faura on a Pedestal and how that was Very Bad, in fact Evil. - Whilst I couldn't 
understand her Pedestal Fetish at all, particularly since all I could think of was 
when I was ever going to have Sex, since my parents did not even consider an 
arranged marriage for me,... and that Bunuel depicted Foot Fetishes,... now I 
tend to think that what she was really saying was that it's better for women to be 
Right Down Deep in the Gutter as Sluts and or Prostitutes and Pill Poppers and 
Psychological or Psychiatric Patients, and Misandrists, with lots of different 



S.T.D.s, and of course Haters of Nature and Natural Order and The Golden 
Mean... and that Western (largely whitish race-based) Ethne should not 
collectively Reproduce themselves anymore because, inter alia, a Certain Tribe 
has a Centuries-long or even Millennia-long Grudge to Bear, having Seized 
their Opportunity in WASP USA, particularly from c. 1900 and especially c. 
1950 onwards to "just happen" to GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY 
accede to positions of relatively High Power and Wealth,... and that former 
Christians are Too Brain-Dead to See what is Going On since they have 
become, totally as a matter of their OWN FAULT, Totally Zombified,... [who 
has almost exclusively (or increasingly, nearly fully and always GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY at least partially) owned and or controlled and or 
influenced University thought, i.e. Bullshit, and major Newspapers, especially 
TV (and Hollywood), since about after the end of WW2?]... and that if and 
when Mohammedans start to directly or indirectly have a Big Say on social 
mores, morals, laws,... in the West... or perhaps even take (some) Western 
countries over, her life would have ended and she would have had a lot of Sex 
with many Men, Women and ITs - none of which she can remember or take 
pride in... she would have taken a lot of Drugs and Had Tattoos and Piercings 
All Over Her Body, and lived Decades with Severe Depression as an Atomised 
HOLE... and died thinking she KNEW everything... 


This is What my Cousin Spyros, the Bouncer, Says: 

“My parents grew up in a society in which the Village Down the Mountain was 
a (partial) Other, and you are telling me that I’m not going to Notice Religious 
and or Racial differences? Are You Fuckin' Retarded, or Something?” 


All humans are equal in so far as they are humans and not non-human animals; 
otherwise the differences, i.e. inequalites between groups and or between 
individuals never End, even if legally-socially-ideologically a historically 
relative equality is practised - at least at a certain level... The dominant 
ideologies of Western mass democracy are just as valid forms of social 
disciplining as the dominant ideologies of Western (racial) etlmo-Nationalism 
and Imperialism, Feudalism, etc., etc., etc.. Equality, including that of 
'Atheists ", is no less a God than God Himself. It permeates all aspects of 
Thought and creates all kinds of Retardism and Retarded Belief without 
Correspondence to Reality: "You are Racist! You are Sexist! etc." replaces "You 
are a Heretic! You are an Atheist! etc.". Yet Equality as relative Sameness 
within a Group has never guaranteed or achieved perpetual Friendship and 
Peace... From "I have a Dream"... Heterogony of Ends... the mass Apeing of the 



Ape (as has always been the Case, albeit in different Colour Schemes...)... to... 
"It's Over!"... "The Joke's on You! Sucker!"... Men, Women, the Other not in 
their Place - Men, Women, the Other which will put things back in their 
Place... The New Beginning as, in some respects, the Repetition of the Old (and 
Same), and, in some respects, as possible Return to Being closer to the State of 
Nature, and further from the state of relatively higher or relatively advanced 
Culture... especially if the State of Technicisation falters, wobbles, alters or 
destructs... irrespective of under what Pressures... Culture = Power in, on, 
against and constrained by Nature... 

The Sense of Hierarchy and Order and Respect 

(Honour/Shame/Virtue/Duty/Fidelity/Loyalty/ Sacrifice/Collectivity over 
Individuality...) and Homogeneity in e.g. Mizoguchi's The 47 Ronin (1941 )can 
be misleading. The film itself clearly shows that relative Sameness and or 
Similarity and or (relative) Equality is no Vaccine whatsoever against e.g. 
intra-Civilisational and or intra-imperial and or intra-National and or 
intra(inter)-Tribal and or intra(inter)-Clan and or intra(inter)- 
(Feudal)Household and or intra(inter)-Familial Conflict (e.g. seeking the 
"right, just, appropriate, proportionate, dignified,..." vengeance (retribution) 

"in the public perception"...). Even if today's so-called Globalists achieved a 
World State, World Government with Real Human Rights and NO Nations or 
Tribes, something which cannot THEORETICALLY be discounted, all Conflict 
as well as Co-operation (i.e. the Complete (potential at least) Operation of the 
Friend-Foe Spectrum of the Social Relation) would become Intra-In-Inter-Out- 
Group Conflict and Civil Wars, and Intra-In-Inter-Out-Group Co-operation 
and Peace. 


Just as wrong and dangerous as the racial and ethical "purity" of the Volk, are 
the "unlimited benefits" of Diversity and Open Borders... 

The Heterogony of Ends ensures that the Tragic Dimension is Built In... 

Communism (Globalism, Universalism, Internationalism, "Liberalism" as 
World Order,...) sounds like a pretty good Telos... the problem though is that, as 
such, it has absolutely nothing to do with Reality, and those pushing for it don't 
have the faintest idea of where they are really heading, and the damage they are 
doing or going to do to others... The relatively very high-trust "Homogeneous 
Ethno-State" might exist in specific, concrete, circumstances, but has never 
been a permanent fixture on the world's historical map... trying to have one 
(again) when the circumstances are not "right", can only mean Violence - mass, 
concentrated, bloody, blood-soaked Violence... if however the circumstances 
"ripen", "anything" can happen, especially what is not expected... But without 



norms (normative values), without Utopias, man (ultimately) acts not, man 
(ultimately) exists not... 


For at least 99.9% of the 100,000 or 200,000 or 300,000 years, Grosso Modo, 
of Homo Sapiens's existence, there has been a relatively tight correlation 
between Identity, Race, Religion as Spiritual-Mythical-Ideological Belief 
System and or Fundamental World View; and for 100% of that Time, Humans 
have always had some kind of association or connection with a TRIBE (i.e. 
Group, Collective, Civilisation, Religion, (sub-)Race, Ethnos, People, etc., etc., 
etc.). Cosmopolitanism Began as a Social Phenomenon Based on a Very Strong 
Ethnic-Local Identity, which then Participates in a Broader Human Cosmos. 
Even if Many Millions and Millions and Millions of People (Spiritually- 
Ideationally-Ideologic ally and or Physically) Drift and or Move, Up-Rooted, for 
Centuries, Eventually Borders and Boundaries Will Again be Re-Set (relatively 
more Tightly) and The Exception Will Return to the Norm. Tribes Will Be There 
at the End. ["Humanity", that Very Big "Super-Tribe" or "Tribe of All Tribes" 
has a VERY BIG PROBLEM. Without its Sub-Tribes, there is NOTHING to 
distinguish it from the REST OF THE ANIMAL KINGDOM. Hence, the Need, 
the Absolute Necessity for Human Culture and Human Existence, of the Sub- 
Tribes, amongst which "SOME TRIBES ARE MORE EQUAL THAN 
OTHERS"...] [Even if there is incontrovertible scientific evidence that mixed 
race people are superior to relatively homogeneously racial people in respect of 
a whole range of criteria (health, intelligence, endurance, general mental 
state,...), that does not in the slightest alter the Fact that ",attractiveness" is 
entirely cultural-subjective, that literally billions of Asians and Africans are not 
Faced with Extinction over the next century or so, whereas relatively White 
Europeans are or could be, BUT more importantly, it has ABSOLUTELY 
NOTHING to do with the Anthropological and Social-Ontological Constants, 
such as Power, Identity, Understanding, Meaning, Rationality, the Social 
Relation, the Political, the social relation's Friend-Foe Spectrum, the social 
relation's Mechanism,... which NEVER change as always actually existent 
factors and forces... nor does the Extinction of relatively White Europeans mean 
that ALL or MOST of the relatively White European Cultural-Civilisational 
Inheritance is necessarily Lost with the Racial Loss, nor does it at all mean the 
end of Racism, Sexism, etc., which, on the contrary, shall always exist in one 
form or another,... In any Event, just because person A wants no relative 
whiteness, it doesn't mean that they are going to convince person B not to fight 
back... etc., etc., etc.,... nor does it mean that People won't Demand, for 
instance, that Israel and its Inhabitants ALL RACIALLY MIX too... Beige might 
be the colour of Love, but it is also the colour of Hate, just as all Colours are, 
i.e. both of Love and of Hate... without Hate there is no Love, without Foe, no 
Friend...] 



Relative Increases in Anomie ("The Forces of Relative CHAOS"), Eventually at 
least, if not Immediately, WILL lead to Relative Increases of more tightly 
"policed and enforced" Order - but ORDER always exists, as there is, and there 
can be, no Society without some kind of Order. 


My once "shoelessly poor", semi-literate migrant father used to say to me when 
I was young "Read Books! Ready Many, Many Books! Read as Many Books as 
You CAN!!!", because at the back of his mind was the Hope, the Dream,... that 
I'd get an education and make an easier living for myself than him - just like 
millions and millions and millions of other migrants. I kind of did all that, but 
the problem is, by reading books, I also discovered that he made a mistake. He 
took the Ship to the Cultural Death of Our Ancestors, he Smashed that Ship 
against the Rocks of Betrayal, because all he could think of at the Time was his 
own Survival in this World,... but I Eventually took the Ship of Cultural Life 
back to Our Ancestors, whilst also discovering Science as regards Human 
Action, which of course the Education System, especially at the Tertiary Level, 
couldn't possibly provide to anyone EVER, since it is mostly comprised of the 
idiotic, moronic ideological Drivel and Garbage encountered at Primary and 
Secondary Levels regarding some kind of MadMan Nutty Professor with a 
Formula who is promoted Anywhere and Everywhere as Exceedingly Sapient in 
all matters pertaining to the Human Condition, including matters with regard to 
which he knows absolutely NOTHING, or, the neurotic Loony who wanted to 
travel First Class rather than in Third Class like the majority of People, or the 
Buffoon who Ranted and Raved about some kind of Promised Land he saw in a 
Vision when in reality the only thing that interested him was his own secret life 
of "sex, drugs and rock 'n' roll" -1 can tell everyone with Absolute Certainty 
that "rock 'n' roll", as much as some of us love it, WILL DIE, because far 
Superior Art Forms and Artists, at least Technically far more Demanding and 
Proficient, have died or are almost dead... and that Trip of Mine BACK was the 
Greatest Trip I could ever possibly go on... I am Odysseus LITERALLY - 
«"Eaa)]v Kai yzvvisaai fj koj yivzaai, avaldyan;■ alia Pcopiog pz KalapnaliKia 
aav zdv AzcoviSa fj zdv IJalaioloyo, mug Baailzig flag, /idvov zd anoKzag and 
zouq Ozovg Kai zdv QzavQpcono opilovvzag zip' Ellr/viKijv, cbpaiog aav zdv 
Eyyovdnovlo»... 



The fully logically consistent Theorisation (Theoretical Explanation) of Power 
wihout any 

Thematic Fear, Unfortunately or Fortunately, and Vice Versa, Leads One to 
Conclusions 

which Shatter ALL Intellectual BIAS against the Truth, or Rather, Known 
Empirical Reality. 

And such True-Consciousness and Anti-Ideological Thinking (Objectivity) CAN 
NEVER be 

accepted by the Salesmen and Saleswomen and Salesits or Emperors or 
Dictators or 

"Democratic" Leaders or Little Napoleons or Little Hitlers or Little Stalins 
or Little Maos or 

Little F. D. R.s or Toadies, Lackies and Servants of Whatever "Anti-Phobia- 
This" or "Anti- 

Phobia-That" or "Anti-Ist-This" or "Anti-1st-That" or "Pro-..."... ONLY 
relatively 

Primitive Conditions can Once Again make Power and the Struggle for Survival 
more Raw, 

less Cooked, less Garnished, less Gift-Wrapped,... 

[If, Nowadays, you're prepared or going to have Children,... a Family,... then be 
Prepared for Non-Stop Guerrilla WarFare, or Submission, in the Field of 
Values... Further Advice to Younger People: Sex can be "fun", BUT it can also 
Cost You your Health. Moreover, in Life, over the long run, there's Nothing like 
meeting a Life Partner of the Opposite Sex and Going Through Life Together 
Through Thick and Thin. That's often the Best most people are capable of 
managing in Life, and it's not a Small Deal. Never Forget that Culture IS the 
Control of Impulses, Drives, Urges,... Neither Ever Forget that GOD is a 
Phantom WHO HAS TO BE HERE WITH US HUMANS IN ONE FORM OR 
ANOTHER!!!... I don't think there's much value in the writings and thoughts of 
Marcuse...] 

And the Swamp Monkey Parathustra, having stopped for a moment, on His 
Long March, to drink some cold, refreshing water, looked up and saw a Midget 
heading towards Him. The Midget stopped just in front of Him and began to 
speak, increasingly Frothing at the Mouth. The Swamp Monkey Parathustra at 
first thought about swatting the Disgusting Rodent standing in front of Him, but 
was tired; and let the Midget speak. And the Verbal Diarrhoea was Non-Stop. 




The vocalisation was extremely annoying, nasal, high-pitched, Full of Self- 
Righteousness, Self-Justification, Moralising and Ethicising, Values and 
Morals, Non-Stop; as well as with Malice and Spite for those who did not agree 
with IT. At first the Swamp Monkey Parathustra thought the Rat before Him was 
from New York, but quickly realised It could have been, nowadays, from 
ANYWHERE. Eventually the Midget Shut Up, probably having Exhausted Itself 
with the Constant Stream of Rubbish, Garbage It had been Spurting Out. It 
looked at the Swamp Monkey Parathustra with Fear, and with some degree of 
Trepidation that what was just said did not get through. And as the Swamp 
Monkey wiped the revolting spittle from His Forehead, Parathustra got up to 
Leave, and said: "Good for You". And Left. For the only thing more Disgusting 
than a Stupid Midget, which at least knows its Place in the World, is a Fully 
Retarded Midget which thinks IT knows everything (without even having so 
much as Cursorily Reviewed three thousand years of the Basics or Classics!), 
and is going to tell others what and how to think, and What they Should DO. 
Luckily, the Swamp Monkey remained, and reduced the Midget's Size to ZERO. 
And later joined Parathustra on the Road to Freedom. 


The straight line's auspicious endpoint is always (to be) consumed by the 
eternal cycle... until there is no point... 

St. John saw the Apocalypse... which has begun... [= non-scientific depiction of 
something which actually might be (sort of) happening, and would be confirmed 
or disproved if we lived for 200 or 300 or more years, like in the Old Testament, 
rather than for roughly 80, on average, years]... 


Getting through a book by Kondylis is like living through Beethoven’s 7th 
conducted by Toscanini (or C. Kleiber) and Mozart’s “Jupiter” by B. Walter... 
(or Caruso singing Verdi and Puccini, N. Milstein playing Bach’s 
“Chaconne”, Cortot playing Chopin, Knappertsbusch conducting Schubert’s 
9th and Wagner (esp. Parsifal), Conchita Supervia singing Rossini, or Edwin 
Fischer, Glenn Gould and Pablo (Pau) Casals (conducting and) playing 
whatever, but above all Bach and Mozart)... humans might and do do it 
differently, perhaps they are capable from time to time of doing it equally 
well, but they don’t and can’t do it any better or any more perfectly (in terms 
of inspiration, not necessarily technically)... 


Exempli gratia: 



People in a particular society are able to present to the public Homeric 
Heroes or Old Testament Patriarchal Leaders or Muhammad-Ali-Hasan- 
Ibrahim as Negroes or politically activist Homosexuals,... or, “Piss Christ-on- 
Cross ”, “Piss Jehovah(Yahweh)-Star-of-David ”, “Piss Allah-Muhammad-Koran ” 
icons,... or, Tannhduser as being about Islam, Kabbalah, Scientology and 
TransSexuality and Die Meistersinger von Niirnberg about a multi-racial, multi¬ 
cultural, homosexual-centric and multi-faith community. Culture (i.e. the people 
bearing it) is pliant, malleable, supple, adaptable, flexible, agile, acrobatic, 
interpretable,... People can interpret whatever they want, any way they want. Even 
more probable is that the aforementioned cornerstones of Western High in the Sky 
and Ocean Bed-level Low Culture will be increasingly and eventually discarded to 
the point of Absolute Oblivion. For that is the Fate of all Culture, no matter how 
High and Supreme for how many decades, centuries or millennia; yet we can also 
say with absolute certainty that Today’s Model will One Day be thrown into the 
Dust Bin - not so that the Old can Return, but so that the New can Come, See and 
Conquer. I for one, a scion of relatively racially-religiously-culturally 
homogeneous illiterate or semi-literate oral peasant village culture and Tradition, 
thank the Internet personally, usually not at great expense (since demand is 
presumably dropping at great speeds), for the opportunity to Worship the Greats 
and Classics in the way I want to be Inspired by them and Share in Our Imagined 
but also Real Communal Departure from World History’s Stage... (recorded 
performances, and most classic movies, until the 1970s - or even 1990s in many 
instances - were (roughly) Racially-Visually(-Ideologically-Religiously) “Kosher” 
(as Kojak would say to Crocker)... there’s a lot of “stuff” to consume as a 
disconnected-connected Atom-( Pretend) Member of a Community, before Death 
Visits...)... [In just a few decades or generations, even within my own lifetime, 
whole peoples have gone from justifiable Revulsion for, and Disgust towards, the 
mere thought (let alone presence) of a Mohammedan, a “Person of Colour” (even 
ChinaMen), or members of other numerically smaller, but very distinct, Groups, to 
Being in Mental-Television-Tattoo-Drug-Induced Ecstasy whilst Urinating and 
Defecating on their Ancestors and Collective Cultural (and genetic) Inheritance as 
“Atheists ” in the Name of the Lord, Diversity, Cool!, Blissfully Unaware that their 
inherited cultures were replete with all kinds of regional, dialectical, cultural (and 
genetic) Abundance, Wealth and Stunningly Beautiful Diversity within Relative 
Overall Homogeneity, i-e. in the Age when the Great Civilisations were still 
relatively isolated in Gigantic Civilisational Greenhouses until the 19 th or even 
mid-20 th century... As some aware people, with Eyes Wide Open, roughly say: it’s 
either a Nation from (warring but ultimately related or relatable) Tribes, or, 
unrelated and warring Tribes with an ever diminishing sense of nationhood or No 
Nation At All, and perhaps not even Empire... 

1 wonder how the relatively ethnocentric nationalistic one billion plus Chinese will 
go in the 21 st century... and the Indians?...]... [We all know that the vast majority of 
Mohammedans are law-abiding, good citizens and visitors. We also know that 
relatively large Groups of Mohammedans Invariably contain Significant 



Minorities which act as an Exception to the Rule. And if a Western and or non- 
Mohammedan Society does not want the Regular Operation of the Exception, 
which Ultimately Aims to become the General Rule for Everyone in a Western and 
or Non-Mohammedan Society, THE SAFEST PATH is the one where a Western 
and or non-Mohammedan Society has NO (or relatively very few, at most) 
MOHAMMEDANS... a Society of course can go down ANY PATH it chooses... the 
proof is ALWAYS IN THE PUDDING... and there are NO ETERNAL SOCIETAL 
LAWS or LAWS of HISTORY... but there are CAUSALITIES and REGULARITIES, 
along with NORMS, RULES, EXCEPTIONS,... CHANGE and CHANGES...] [How 
many tens and tens and tens of millions, from Central Asia (incl. Mongolia, 
Afghanistan,...) to India/Pakistan to the Middle (Near) East, Asia Minor, Southern 
Europe (Greece, Cyprus, Balkans, Sicily, Southern France, Spain/Portugal,...) to 
Indonesia... were Hindu and or Buddhist or Christian and were either forcibly 
(directly, including threat of death) or via more indirect pressure (indirectly, th reat 
of mass destruction, rape, loss of rights and privileges,... unbearable taxes,... 
etc....) converted to Mohammedanism (Islam) and or subject to Mohammedan 
Raids, Invasions, Violence? Look it up, research it, do a count,... it runs into the 
tens and tens and tens of millions... so whilst Christians and or Secularist Whites 
have committed mass Crimes and Abominations (to their own and to others), as if 
Muslims, Black Africans (especially to their own), Hindus, various Central Asiatics 
(Mongoloids, Turkics,...), Chinese, Japanese, Jews, et al., et al., et al.,... 
throughout all of History, haven't done "it" too... both to those who are the Same 
or Similar, and, Different...] 

In societies where there is NO White Supremacy, there IS Black Supremacy, 

Yellow Supremacy, 

etc., etc., etc., BECAUSE there are simply NO or relatively few Whites. Societies 
of (relative) 

Black Supremacy Tend not to Do so Well, depending of course on how One 
Measures "Do Well", 

and those of (relative) Yellow Supremacy or (relative) Brown Supremacy, etc., etc., 
etc., Tend to 

Show Mixed Results... [Separatism and Supremacism are not necessarily the same 
thing, Idiot! Apparently in Israel, there is Jewish (Hebraic-Israelite) Supremacy. 1 
wish in Greece there was Greek (Hellenic or Helleno-Roman) supremacy like there 
is Jewish Supremacy in Israel. Apparently in Korea there is (racially based) 

Korean supremacy... in Japan, (racially based) Japanese SUPREMACY... in 
Australia, (not so, but still, more or less, racially based) Australian 
SUPREMACY... in the Congo, (relatively racially based) Congolese 
SUPREMACY... in Saudi Arabia, (racially and religiously-sectarian based) Saudi 
Arabian (despite the many foreign workers) SUPREMACY... [yi Peru, 

Peruvian SUPREMACY... in Vietnam, (racially based) 



Vietnamese SUPREMACY... in Poland, (racially based) 

Polish SUPREMACY... in Pakistan, (religiously and in part 
relatively racially based) Pakistani SUPREMACY... in South 
Africa today, Black South African SUPREMACY... in Mexico, 
Mexican SUPREMACY... in China, (racially and culturally 
based) Chinese (Sinic, Han) SUPER-SUPREMACY... in 
Somalia, (relatively racially and religiously based) Somalian 
SUPREMACY... A population group with declining numbers 
is going to have a pretty hard time being Supremacist or even 
supremacist or "supremist" when the Forces Arrayed Against 
them are comparatively Powerful and comparatively 
Supremacist themselves... How Retarded Can Retards Be?] [A 
Group might Feel and or Actually Be (depending with what 
criteria an assessment is made e.g. actual wealth, actual 
performance, technical accomplishment of "high" written, 
visual and musical culture, etc.) "Superior" to another Group, 
and the other Group can even be considered "Barbarian ", but 
all of that necessarily guarantees absolutely NOTHING in 
terms of Brute Force, Military Power and GeoPolitical Power 
Projection... History Tells Us as much...] 


The Earth is Flat. People are Equal. People are the Same. The World is Flat. 

If YOU are going to single out White Christian Heterosexual Males for ’Privilege" 
based on a selective use, abuse and treatment of Facts, without Historical-Multi- 
Causal-Comparative Depth, THEN YOU WILL HAVE TO look into, inter alia, in 
order to be Honest to your Principle of Equality, how Members of a Particular 
Tribe are GROSSLY Over-Represented and Disproportionately Represented in the 
U.S.A., Australia, and other (Western) countries amongst Billionaires, High-End 
Bankers and Financiers, "Big League" Mass Traders and Media (Sports) Barons 
and Functionaries, Academics, Justices, Judges, Lawyers, Doctors, etc., etc., 
etc.,... AND YOU WON'T LIKE what you Find, Animal!!! Common Sense and 
Prudency tells me, one man, one woman, one vote, tightly Controlled Borders and 
a clear, but by no means necessarily exclusive and absolute, Cultural and Racial 
PreDominance for every country based on Historical Reality is the Best Way to 
achieve long-term stability (as was the case in Western Mass Democracies from c. 
1950 to c. 1990/2000, and, with or without a more dictatorial/authoritarian twist, 



as the case may be, in Japan, China, South Korea, Israel, Poland, Hungary, etc., 
today...), without of course having to resort to any kind of stupid and authoritarian 
"Purity". But YOU just won't Listen... so Reality WILL ANSWER, and the Reality 
to Come, is NOT LOOKING GOOD... much Strife Ahead, much Political/General 
Violence, much, much, much... JUNGLE... 

There are moments when I think and FEEL that Wagner has surpassed Mozart, or Heaven 
Forbid,... Bach... BUT I come to my senses almost immediately because I KNOW no-one goes 
anywhere near to where Mozart went... let alone Bach... at their PEAKS... On the other hand, 
HIGH are Edith Piafor Billie Holiday, Bing Crosby, Kathleen Ferrier singing English- 
Britishfolk songs, Robert Johnson or Lead Belly... and many, many, many,... others outside 
of the Franco-Teutonic-Anglo-American Orbit... but it goes without saying that there’s 
always a special place for Pops (watchya doin ’ dere in Copenhagen in 1933, Satch?)... "/ 
cover the Waterfront, watching the Sea,... the one I love... will come back to Me... Bapa- 
bapa-Doo-pa-ba... yeaaaaaaaaaahhhhhhhh... ”... = I am putting a Show on for the Folks... 
Anythin ’ Wrong with Dat?... 

So much Great Stuff, (subjectively) touching, moving, subtle, delicate, exquisite, 
raw, sophisticated, illuminating, folk, learned, dramatic, beautiful, tragic, 
comical,... has been created, synthesised, composed, painted, written, 
performed,... that any "complete" itemisation would actually require many a 
lifetime... the Joy in the Volume is that the same things can be (re)discovered in 
just one lifetime... the Comfort in the Volume is that, if One can Get Over One's 
(pathetic yet understandable) Ego, One KNOWS that ultimately there is no 
point other than one's own EGO... The Essentials, Is-Ought, Here-There, 
Friend-Foe, We-I-You-They, Appearance-Reality,... were covered by the 
Primitives, anyhow... 

The two most humanly perfect and beautiful aesthetic lines or basis or styles I 
have ever seen and enjoyed, purely as a Matter of Taste, are the Hellenic- 
Roman-Byzantine (relative austere and simple) Aesthetic Line or Basis or Style 
of Ancient Greece and Eastern Roman Empire Greek Civilisation (Sun, Sky, 
White, Blue, the Aegean Sea, the Ionian Sea, ancient Temple, domed Church, 
dry and rough Hills, etc.), and the Japanese (Feudal) Aesthetic Line or Basis or 
Style of Architecture, Gardens, Demeanour, Comportment, Clothing, etc. set 
against Lush, Verdant and Watery Loci and Topoi... and the Poetry and the 
Philosophy and the War and the Peace... (and this is not to say that every 
corner of the Globe does not have its own Treasures and Beauties,... at least up 
until the 20th and 21st century world Population Explosions)... [In the History 
of Roman Hellenism or "Byzantium", to the extent that Hellenism, in Practice if 
not always in Name, Held Sway (Geo)Politically and Culturally, the Reality is 
that for roughly one Millennium (and for more than a Millennium beforehand 
as non-Christian Hellenism, if relevant and as the case may be) Basically: 
Women, Negroes, Homosexuals were "In their Place", Mohammedans 



(Previously Persians/Asiatics) were Repelled from the time they started their 
Incursions, Raids, Invasions,... and if not, then invariably, but not always, to 
Hellenism's (usually eternal) Loss,... and Judaism was absorbed within 
Hellenism, including Saint Romanos the Melodist, with no Jewish or Zionist 
Control (at all or of any significance, as far as I am aware) in Governance, the 
Remnants of Democracy as Polity and Social-Economic Life in general... (no 
Court Jews as Financiers like in Western Europe from the 12th but especially 
17th century... Jews began settling, probably overall to Hellenism's Loss, in 
Thessaloniki during the Ottoman Empire... they, as the numerically largest 
group living in Thessaloniki c. 1900 (but not in the Region surrounding 
Thessaloniki, which was majority Greek), wanted Thessaloniki to Remain in the 
Multi-Ethnic Ottoman Empire (quite Rationally for them - BUT NOT for 
us...)... apart from a few Exceptions, the Jews of Thessaloniki contributed 
NOTHING to Hellenism as Culture (High or Low)...)... and of course modern 
Greek Communism started in Thessaloniki with a Jewish Leadership opposed to 
further Greek National Liberation and the Megali Idea (and even in favour of 
Austrian Rule over Thessaloniki or Lenin allying the Soviet Union with Kemal 
(c. 1920-1922), when the Pontic Genocide had been at least 5 years underway 
before the 1919 Campaign of National Liberation in Asia Minor began!!!)... 
whereas other Greek Socialists elsewhere in Greece were in favour of Ethnic 
Patriotism and National Liberation... [and of course, Marx and Engels, with 
their Economism and (in part Retarded) View of History, from the time of the 
Crimean War were opposed to Russia (and Greece) and in favour of the 
Ottoman Empire, i.e. they supported British Imperialism as “modernizing”... 
and since (Cretan) Greeks were “sheep bandits”... to be fair, Rosa Luxemburg 
(and E. Bernstein) supported the Dissolution of the Ottoman Empire and the 
Independence of the Christianpeoples... against Liebknecht et al. in favour of 
German Imperialism and Turkish Mohammedanism-Secularism/Genocide of 
Christians... interestingly Japan, Turkey, Egypt, Korea, Singapore, China, etc. 
developed economically in terms of Capitalism on a Political-State Basis and 
not according to a Marxian "automatic economism" of the "natural evolution of 
the bourgeoisie and capitalistic development"... with Nations as 
Civilisations/Peoples existing Centuries or up to Millennia before 
Capitalism and the English/British Nation... i.e. the Chinese, Jewish, Greek, 
Persian, French, Germanic,... Nations as Civilisations/Peoples... (of course a 
"nation " can be defined much more narrowly and strictly than as a broad 
civilisation/people, but that is not the issue here)...]... Greek Civil Wars/Strife c. 
1915 (pro-German Royalists (with the albeit numerically small band of 
Communists) vs. pro-British Venizelists), and, c. 1945 (pro-British/American 
State/parasitic Elite vs. pro-Soviet/Bandit forces) meant, to a great extent, loss 
of Asia Minor, loss of Cyprus,... lack of (ideological-political) National Unity, 
lack of Demographic and Ethnic/National-productive Economic Will = Setting 
Oneself Up for National Suicide... they are, or at least seem to be (some of or a 



representative part of) the relevant Facts... my People's and Culture's Time is 
now Way Past its Peak, and we are Literally Battling for Survival,... and Truth 
be Told,... are Doing a Suicide Job... rather than a Survival Job...] 


Because "war is a continuation of politics by other means" is not properly 
understood, one comes across analyses which suggest that the American War in 
Vietnam was lost because of some kind of political "sabotage" on the Home 
Front even though the U.S.A was clearly "winning" the War, as if the politics at 
Home are not directly relevant to a War being waged elsewhere. The fact that 
your politics at Home affected the War simply proves that war does not happen 
in a vaccuum away from the Political and politics. In the specific situation, 
South Vietnam and the U.S.A. might have lost the war, but the U.S.A. as 
Number One Super Power with full access to all important Sea Lanes (including 
in the South China Sea), Natural Resources, and with the ability to Influence (at 
least) dozens of Governments world-wide was not affected in the Slightest! In 
other words, the War in Vietnam was a matter of "My Dick is Bigger than 
Yours" (i.e. Prestige, Eminence, Predominance,...) in the context of the Cold 
War, and from a strictly world Power point of view was unnecessary, but from 
a "war is a continuation of politics by other means" point of view quite 
understandably occurred because a Super Power is not going to let a rival Super 
Power "win" or "gain"... easily... without receiving a Response... War is 
(geo)Politics, and a part of (geo)Politics is War... [Did the great Jimmy 
Stewart's stepson Ronald "die in vain" in the American War in Vietnam? 
Answer: Yes and No - it depends on how you look at it...] 


Power, Identity, War,... are not Right/Left and Nationalist matters... they are 
Human Social Matters. Not only have they always existed from time 
immemorial, hundreds and thousands of years before modern Right/Left and 
national divides, AND, not only are they not EVER going to go away (e.g. 
because certain Imbeciles, Cretins, Retards, and or those lining their pockets 
Behind such Morons, want that to happen), but could very well intensify if 
certain Groups keep pushing for more "human rights" and more "open borders 
globalism" and more "One World" Lunacy... It's too difficult for humans to 
strive for a Balance where everyone has and knows their Place... at least over 
the very long run... therefore, Inevitably... 



The "problem" facing the West, is much, much more serious than what it seems 
to most, who, quite understandably, "Do the Ostrich" with Heads in the Sand. 

At some point, the West WILL FALL, and that might happen in many decades, 
even a century or more, from Now, but it also might happen much, much 
quicker than expected. And given that the U.S.A. and countries which make up 
"the West" consist of Humans, they will make the same Human Mistakes made 
Time and Time Again, throughout All of History. It seems to me that the Best 
Approach is to work with Russia (and Israel) and not against (and for) those two 
middle, major or great Powers, as the case may be. Various elites seem to think 
otherwise. I hope their Decisions and Actions do not hasten rather than prolong 
the West's Fall. Because when She Falls, we shall all Fall DOWN... with Her,... 
Like it or Not. Personally, I Fell about Eight Centuries Ago, so it doesn't really 
bother me that much... [Michael Lind very interestingly mentioned that the Cold 
War might not have ended when it did if the Soviet Union had not alienated 
China... so if the U.S.A. pushes Russia into China's embrace and China remains 
united and acts smart... and the U.S.A. overstretches, overplays its hand... very 
interesting observation... also, I have no in principle problem whatsoever with 
his argument that the U.S.A. does not have an Empire (I would add "in a formal 
sense"), but a Bloc in which there are relations of inequality... though the way 
the U.S.A., (as other Powers like Russia and China and... surely do too, if they 
can incl. through means of Hybrid War, Misinformation, Skulduggery of all 
Sorts,...), intervenes in a whole number of countries, including to influence 
politicians and Elections through their Embassies in pathetic, parasitic States 
like Greece, the Latin American Backyard, etc., etc., etc.,... reminds one of 
imperial or imperialistic behaviour, hence the use of the term "imperialism", 
incl. cultural power projection, re: the U.S.A.... Lind also doesn't mind using the 
term "correlation of forces", rightly pointing out that the "shit [my term] 
Presidents" were not so bad considering... though I'm not sure why he would be 
supporting corporations against small businesses... ???... (this statement 
does NOT refer to Michael Lind: of course, in all "polite society" certain things 
are not named, particularly if one wants to sell books... etc.,...)... 

http://nationalinterest.org/feature/trump-new-cold-war- 
25389?page=show&temp-new-window-replacement=truel [I am very 
impressed by the following observation in reference to the present-day 
confrontation between the U.S.A. and Russia: "After three decades of gruelling 
and exhausting war between Lacedaemonians and Athenians, the real winner 
was the faraway Kingdom of Macedonia. Perhaps the Chinese read ancient 
Greek history better." http://ardin-rixi.gr/archives/2077627temp-new- 
window-replacement=true I 







"Corruption, Corruption, Corruption,..." - now THAT is a social phenomenon 
which knows no Race, Colour or Creed, even though some might do it more 
than others... 


Just because I know for a Fact that there are Good and Bad (Evil) people 
Everywhere, of all Walks of Life, and just because I like Travelling and 
Learning, it doesn't mean I want to Live Away from my Tribe, and I Don't Care 
whether my Tribe has a Homeland or NOT. Nor does it mean that I can’t 
understand that Others want to be in and with their Tribe too, even if opinions 
Differ markedly about What Exactly is One's Tribe. 


Dialogue or Exchange Between Mr. 

R(etard) and 

Mr. B(right) Under A Full Moon Not in the 

E<iSt ^ or E r< d essors of various "Social" and "Political" 

"Sciences", "Humanities", and of course "Philosophers", and ALL interested 
Persons Regardless of Trait(s), Characteristic(s), Attribute(s), Inclination(s) 

and Feature(s)) 


R: You're a Sexist. 

B: You're an Anti-Male Sexist whilst Men's Power overall has been Decreasing 
and Women's (particularly Elite) Power Relatively Increasing. 

R: But Men have more Power than Women. There is no Equality. 

B: That's Your Problem. I'm not a Woman. I'm not Concerned about 
Equality, and we won't Agree on a Definition of Justice. 

R: You're a Racist. 

B: You're an Anti-White Racist whilst White Power overall has been 
Decreasing and Black (particularly Elite) Power Relatively Increasing. 

R: But Whites have more Power than Blacks. There is no Equality. 



B: That's Your problem. I'm not a Black. I'm not Concerned about Equality, and 
we won't Agree on a Definition of Justice. 

R: You're a Homo-Phobe. 

B: You're a Hetero-Phobe Homo-Phile whilst Heterosexual Power overall has 
been Decreasing and Homosexual (particularly Elite) Power Relatively 
Increasing. 

R: But Heterosexuals have more Power than Homosexuals. There is no 
Equality. 

B: That's Your problem. I'm not a Homosexual. I'm not Concerned about 
Equality, and we won't Agree on a Definition of Justice. 

R: You're an Islamo-Phobe. 

B: You're a Christo-Phobe Islamo-Phile whilst Christian Power overall has been 
Decreasing and Mohammedan (Islamic, Islamist) (particularly Elite) Power 
Relatively Increasing. 

R: But Christians (and Atheists) have more Power than Muslims. There is no 
Equality. 

B: That's Your problem. I'm not a Mohammedan. I'm not Concerned about 
Equality, and we won't Agree on a Definition of Justice. 

R: You're an Anti-Semite. 

B: You're a Pro-Semite Pro-Zionist whilst Non-Semitic Non-Zionist Power 
overall has been Decreasing and Semitic Zionist (particularly Elite) Power 
Relatively Increasing (AND is already in great disproportion to the overall 
percentage of the population who are Jews (Hebrews) FOR WHATEVER 
REASONS!!!). 

R: But Non-Semites and Non-Zionists have more Power than Semites and 
Zionists. 

B: SO HOW MUCH POWER DO YOU (OR more particularly your 
Elites) WANT? 

Mr. R(etard) LEFT in the Blink of an Eye... 

B: We Shall NEVER Agree on a Definition of Justice. 

[P.S. If You Were (Value-)Neutral, i.e. Indifferent, You Would NOT have 
EVER even raised the Matter of "Sexism", "Racism", "HomoPhobia", 
"IslamoPhobia", "Anti-Semitism",... "XenoPhobia", "MisoGyny", "Hate",... 
AHHHHHH... YAWN... BORING...] 

[The "Pro-"-"Anti-" dichotomy is often or nearly always NOT ABSOLUTE or 
EXTREME - if it were always ABSOLUTE or EXTREME there would only 
just be Killing, Self-Sacrifice and Death, and as we Know with absolute 
(extreme) certainty, this is not the Case in Society. In other words, being "Pro-" 



or "Anti-" is usually a question of Degree, and that applies just as much to 
relations of relative Friendship as well as relative Enmity... every case must be 
examined concretely, specifically in order to ascertain "where the (temporary) 
balance lies"... I can ally myself with someone, but also hate and or (secretly) 
seek to undermine him... or genuinely like or love him (but have to, for 
whatever reason(s), act against him)... or coldly understand my interests as... 
and therefore... etc., etc., etc.,...j 

[The question, therefore, is not whether someone is "Anti-" this or "Pro-" that, 
because anyone who takes a position, i.e. is not totally indifferent or "brain 
dead", takes an "Anti-" or "Pro-" position. The question, therefore, is To What 
Extent someone is "Anti-" this or "Pro-" that. Sexism, Racism, etc., etc., etc., 
are ABSOLUTELY NATURAL SOCIAL-POLITICAL PHENOMENA given 
that Sexes, Races, Religions, Ethne, Human Collective (Groups), ALWAYS 
and EVERYWHERE, in one form or another, Objectively, Actually, Really, 
Truly,... EXIST (for every Identity there is an anti-identity, etc.). What "the 
Argument" is ABOUT is To What Extent WHO (i.e. which Elites (and Groups)) 
will Control (i.e. Exercise (some kind of) Power,... Influence, Dominance, 
Hegemony,... (and Binding Interpretation)) over WHOM (i.e. which (groups of) 
People)... The Extent, though, to which historically relatively White Western 
Ethne, after hundreds of years of gradual and then rapid massification, 
atomisation, urbinisation, secularisation, commercialisation, commodification, 
feminism, homosexualism (feminisation), "civil and individual rights", Other- 
Worship, Self-Denialism, Self-Hate, Ancestor-Lethe, Ancestor-Rejection, etc., 
etc., etc.,... have Abandoned Collective Consciousnesses, especially in recent 
decades, is ABSOLUTELY WORLD-HISTORICALLY ASTONISHING... and 
a Scientific Observer, e.g. a Chinese or Japanese or Korean,... one or two 
hundred years from now (when possibly there won't be any relatively white 
Western Ethne left), will probably, with Mixed Emotions, have to Explain how 
the Civilisation, Grosso Modo, which gave Homer, Sophocles, Plato, Aristotle, 
Herodotus, Thucydides, Horace, The Parthenon, Hagia Sophia, St. Peter's, 
Michelangelo, Da Vinci, Dante, Cervantes, Shakespeare, Goethe, Bach, Mozart, 
Beethoven, Wagner, Verdi, John Ford, Jean Renoir,... (Dostoyevsky, Tolstoy,)... 
et al., et al., et al.,... committed HariKiri...j 


Prior to Western Mass Democracy, (Western) European Liberalism had within 
its Overall Dominant Ideology (very) CRUDE FORMS of Sexism, Racism, 
Homosexual Resistance (and Disgust), Mohammedan Repulsion, and Semite 



Restriction. Both Overall Main Ideologies of Western European Liberalism and 
(Western) Mass Democracy contain Truths and Nonsense. Ditto: Other Social 
Formations and Main Dominant Ideologies... 


Objectively Seen, i.e. as non-ideological, non-normative Observation, Nothing 
is Essentially a normatively understood (value-biassed) Question of Sexism or 
Racism (Discrimination) or Supremacism, BECAUSE all societies, i.e. all 
human culture operates per definitionem on the basis of forms of Discrimination 
and Hierarchy (Classification and Prioritisation) - as well as with (various 
degrees of) egalitarian elements at some level(s) - (Society, Culture, Identity, 
Power, Rationality, Understanding, the Friend-Foe relation, The Political as the 
Interaction of all Interactions, Humans being Culture and Nature and never one 
without the other). Sexism, Racism (or Discrimination) and Supremacism are 
going to occur in any society as real phenomena because there will always, for 
as long as there are Humans, exist: sexes, races (sub-races, peoples, ethne, 
tribes, religions, cults, sects, lifestyle choice groups, etc.), hierarchies, in one 
shape, form or mould,... or another... Sexism is going to happen, anyway... 
Racism (at the very least as Discrimination related to some Group other than the 
two Sexes, i.e. as Discrimination) is going to happen, anyway... Supremacism is 
going to happen, anyway... If someone wants to conceptually separate Racism 
from Discrimination, with the latter as encompassing Social (Group) Facts 
without reference to Race, that’s obviously perfectly Valid (e.g. the logically 
valid point often made that there can’t be Racism against Muslims because 
Islam is not a Race, etc.), and also epistemologically Valid is using the concept 
of Discrimination to cover Sexism, Racism and all other forms of 
Discrimination,... but for the sake of Emphasis and Convenience I’m defining 
Race from its narrowest possible interpretation to its broadest possible 
interpretation, and keeping Sex as a separate category (something like not 
arguing with the notion - because it’s too exhausting and most people are 
THICK (i.e. they don’t know History and can’t think absolutely logically 
consistently because they are thinking polemically, ideologically in terms of 
their desired Telos or Utopia) -, that Governments of Western Mass Democracy 
are as polities “democracies”, because one CANNOT BE BOTHERED 
explaining that social-scientifically not only is e.g. a) “liberal democracy” a 
figment of very active Polemical Imaginations, but also that b) 
Parliamentarianism with (some kind of) Rule of Law and Separation of Powers 
and Mass Political Parties, Mass Media, Powerful Sectarian-Interest Lobbies, 
etc., etc., etc., cannot, and is never going to be, a democracy strictly defined in 
accordance with conceptual and real as to content distinguishing features 



(differentiae specificae), with the Demos Ruling). Furthermore, even if all 
humans belong just to One Race, the Human Race, that just means Humans are 
Animals like other Animals, and not Humans as Animals with Human Cultural 
(related to Nature) Characteristics such as Language, Sexual and Racial (and or 
other Group) Differentiation and Identities, which are Objective Facts, i.e. 
Reality as Realities). What Really Matters, from a Social-Scientific Point of 
View Is: Towards Whom and to What Degree is there What Kind of Sexism, 
Racism, Discrimination, Supremacism? For Whose Benefit? Or: What is the 
"best" possible "mix" of Sexism, Racism, Discrimination and Supremacy for a 
society in order to achieve the highest possible levels of Social Cohesion and 
Social Order (and via what methods of Social Disciplining)? What People, 
locked as they are and as is natural for Humans, in Ideology (e.g. of Equality in 
our Day and Age; at other Times, of God-given or Nature-given Hierarchy, 
interpreted in a particular way to suit certain real and tangible of this World 
Interests), DO NOT and DO NOT WANT to understand is that the Struggle in 
relation to Social Cohesion and Social Order NEVER ENDS, even when 
“certain Gains” seem to have been made, achieved, “secured”,... 


Cultural critique (criticism) (the critique of culture), whether it has a Judeo 
and/or Helleno-Roman and/or Christian origin, a community-society or 
commodification(objectification, alienation, estrangement, exploitation)- 
emancipation(liberation, self-realisation) or nature-technology axis, etc., etc., 
etc., and regardless of whether it deals with the Other and or personhood 
(personage, personality), and or "true” mutual, reciprocal "humane" rather 
than "instrumental" relations, etc., etc., etc., and irrespective of whether in 
either "right-wing" or "left-wing", etc. guise, is all about, ultimately, 
normativism and Utopianism (as (a kind of) metaphysics). The mass media 
(along with the vast (?) majority of academic writings in the humanities, 
philosophy and "social sciences") are also, very often, all about normativism, 
emotionalism as well as ((very) often) being (a form of) entertainment and not 
infrequently aimed at some sort of Utopia(nism), as was the case from the 
Pulpit or via "bread and circuses" when there were no mass media in the 
present-day sense. On the other hand, one can always expect to be surprised, 
because amongst the tonnes of Garbage, Truths are told. One may or may not 
like a particular society or social formation, but if one is in it and not enjoying 
it, Stiff! Learn to swim, or sink 


As a young man, I was - apart from Obviously Immature -, Silly, Emotional, 
Ridiculously Gullible and Impressionable, Sexually Overcharged, Conceited, 
Stupid,... Yet I have had in Life the Experience, more than once, of being Very 



Close to Exceptionally Good people in the sense of Innocence and or Selflessly 
Giving, who have had the most Terrible Fortune, have Suffered the most 
Traumatic Personal Suffering and PAIN (Physical, Mental, Spiritual,...), who 
have made the most Tremendous of SuperHuman Efforts for a Return of Illness 
and Excruciating Torturous Slow Death,... all of which cannot be described in 
millions and millions and millions of Words... Is it Better to be Wiser? To 
Know? Not necessarily... Ignorance (and or Insensitivity) can Indeed be Bliss... 
It Depends... on the Situation... Would things have been Better if... ? = Pointless 
because That has gone and One will NEVER know; only Suspect... [Brahms, 
Intermezzo No. 2 in A major, Op. 118 (Glenn Gould)]... Keep Busy (Time 
Passes Quicker), or Go Insane... [Honest to God, my Grandparents (at least 
three of them) and Great Grandparents (at least four of them) did not "deserve" 
Premature Death, Illness, War, Abject Poverty, Hunger,... (like millions and 
millions and millions of other relatively White Europeans in the 19th and 20th 
centuries)... and You want me to SPIT, URINATE and DEFECATE on my 
Genetic and Cultural Inheritance, in the Name of Others' Identities and Power 
Claims Cloaked in Invocations of "Humanity"?... NOT HAPPENING...] 

Let's make THIS absolutely CLEAR: I have a great deal of Respect and or 
Love for many Women, Blacks (Negroes), Homosexuals, even some 
Mohammedans (Muslims) (the matter is Very Difficult for me because My 
Historical "Existential Bonds" have been Ripped to a Great Extent Apart 
because of Mohammedanism (Islamism) combined with Ottomanism-Turkism, 
including mass Genocide, mass Janissarism, mass (Rape, "Prostitutionisation " 
and) Enslavement, mass Torturing and Maiming, mass OverTaxing and 
Pauperisation, and all sorts of other abominable Humiliations at the hands of 
Barbarian Animals, etc., etc., etc.,...), and of course for many Jews (Hebrews) 
(and Judaism, which is a part of Greek (Hellenic) Orthodoxy, even though Jews 
often delight at and rejoice in Hellenic and other Gentile failure, and fear and 
loathe Hellenic and other Gentile success and Power (and vice versa, of 
course)), I've known personally and through the Study of History. ALL THAT, 
WILL NOT stop me from Making Observations as an Observer of Human 
Affairs, nor DOES IT MEAN that as a Person not Engaged in Science I WON'T 
SUPPORT MY TRIBE, even if it is (almost) DEAD!!! r Western Mass 
Democracy will continue along a Similar Basic Path until Things Happen which 
will Shake its Foundations. Those Things, whether they arise from 
Technological, Demographic, (Geo)Political, Cultural, Economic,... Change(s), 
or a Combination of Some or All of the aforesaid, or, Something (Some 
Combination of Factors) Completely Different, I and NO-ONE can possibly 
Know. BUT I DO KNOW that Western Mass Democracy and U.S.A. Global 
PreDominance, and any associated particular Tribal Success and 
Disproportionate Influence and or Control, WILL NOT LAST FOREVER... 
(there are no One Thousand-Year-Long Reichs for Anyone,... at least no Two 



Thousand-Year-Long Reiche.[Eureka! In the twentieth century, My Tribe 
migrated en masse (say 2-3 million) to the U.S.A., Canada, Australia, Germany, 
the U.K., France, etc., and, My Tribe had a Nation-State with a population of 
about five million before That Tribe's State even existed. My Tribe produced 
the Richest man in the World for a number of years, and a Vice-President of the 
U.S.A.. My Tribe in the Countries it migrated to had thousands of (sub-)Tribal 
community organisations, incl. e.g. A.H.E.P.A., ethnic community schools,... 
and at least (quite) a few Tribal Members in Politics, (Big) Business, 
Government, Academia, Mass Media, Law, Medicine,... and as "Big 
Capital/Big Fish" Ship Owners, (almost) Billionaires, etc., etc., etc.. Why is it 
by the end of the 20th century, My Tribe, with the U.S.A.'s approval, Lost 
Northern Cyprus, Imbros, Tenedos, Constantinople (e.g. pogroms of 1955), 
(Northern Epirus),..., apart from the loss of Asia Minor before the U.S.A. was 
indisputably the World's Number One Power, and saw a Blind Eye being turned 
by the U.S.A. to Turkey violating my Tribe's air, (land and) sea Space on a daily 
basis for Decades, whereas That Tribe has steady many Billion-Dollar Annual 
Support from the U.S.A.'s Taxpayer for That Tribe's State and That Tribe's State 
Expansion, including winning Wars against Arab Tribes, and the Waging of 
Wars in the Middle East which accord with That Tribe's long-term Foreign 
Policy Strategy and Objectives and Aims? Why is it that That Tribe's members 
are far, far, far,... (ABSOLUTELY NO COMPARISON)... more prominent in 
the Legal and Medical Professions, Academia, Politics, Banking-Finance, Very 
Big Business/Trade (Importing/Exporting) particularly in the Era of 
Globalisation from the 1970s and especially from the 1990s, i.e. even if there 
are eight times as many of That Tribe's people in the U.S.A. than My Tribe's 
people, their Lobby Groups/Big Money Political Party, N.G.O. etc. "Donors" 
and People are much, much, much,... (ABSOLUTELY NO COMPARISON)... 
more prominent in all Elite Circles (starting with Billionaires,... but also 
including Academics, Publishers, Bankers, Financiers, Big Businessmen, 
Hollywood, Mass Media, News Networks, Professional Mass Sports(-Ball) 
Clubs, etc., etc., etc.)? (In the second half of the twentieth century, That Tribe 
did not have a sizeable population in Germany, and yet My Tribe, who were 
comparatively Many, Did next to Nothing (as unskilled (peasant) workers), 
whereas prior to the National Socialists coming to Power, That Tribe had a 
disproportionate Elite Influence in Germany in Banking, Mass Media, Big 
Business, etc., etc., etc.... In Australia e.g. for many decades My Tribe in 
numbers was Far Greater than That Tribe, but THERE IS NO COMPARISON 
in the Prominence of That Tribe as opposed to My Tribe in Elite Australian 
Circles). It does not seem to me that Superior Average or Mean Intelligence and 
Hard Work can explain Everything, or even a large part of things. A Large Part 
of it all Must be Networking En Masse Within the Elites. The Conclusions to 
be Drawn are that That Tribe in the Twentieth Century is Far Superior 
compared to My Tribe (at least as Organised Elites) - Good Luck to Them, I 



Always Acknowledge Superiority, whether I Like it (I am Jealous) or Not,... 
and I've explained elsewhere here that My Tribe was relatively Strong and 
relatively in Control up to 1204 A.D. roughly, when That Tribe was not 
comparatively So Strong. These are the LONG Ebbs and Flows of History. My 
Tribe might be Down and Out, this time Forever, But Other Tribes have no 
Permanent Hypostatised Claim on relatively and grossly disproportionately 
Greater Fevels of Elite Influence, Control and Elite Power... ( Ire P eat: very long-term 

macro-historical causality is another matter, dealt with elsewhere... massification and atomisation and Western 
mass democracies (and relative lack of Tribal Consciousness in Host Populations), in which Tribal Organisation 
can flourish, won't last forever either... One's Own Tribal Elites (and One's own Tribe overall inch The People 
(Volk) within it) are Always Primarily to Blame for the State of One’s Tribe... ScapeGoating is for Cowards,... 
and Cretins... "Networking" (within Elites) is something many disparate Groups do; it’s just that one Group 
seems to be, i.e. as a matter of Fact, is, consistently Better at such Networking (and Lobbying), in certain 
Countries and over a number of Decades, than other Groups...)... [This article in Greek, from a much loved 
modern Greek theologian, philosopher/moralist, thinker,... (Christos Giannaras = XpfjcToq Ttavvapaq)... who 
gets much wrong (mostly owing to the confusion of Is and Ought, a Heideggerian-and/or-Patristic-inspired 
empirically unsustainable cultural critique re: a relational Ontology of the Person etc., etc., etc., and a tendency 
to get facts and the interpretation of history (totally) wrong, e.g. implying that the Ottoman Empire only had a 
"tolerant" side to it, and not that it engaged in (at least over the long run) (in)direct forms of Genocide against 
Hellenism and Christianity in general {Kadr\pspivrj, 10/6/2007), or becoming enthusiastic about Tsipras around 
the time of becoming Prime Minister in 2015, etc.), but gets much right too, and writes brilliant modern Greek 
prose,... pretty much sums up where My Tribe is at, from a macro-historical point of 

view: http://www.kathimerini.gr/943170/opinion/epikairothta/politikh/o-e3ovelismos-ths-istorias- 

apo-thn-politikh?temp-new-window-replacement=truel . This article seems to be rather well balanced and 
makes a number of pertinent points (even though I am not in a position to absolutely confirm or deny whether 
Kevin MacDonald's analyses are "brilliant" - he does seem to me to grossly overdo the historical causality side 
of things, without having an adequate or any real understanding of history and sociology, or even theory (e.g. 
"Cultural Marxism" as a term, or concept, is probably very silly or even stupid - what we are really talking about 
is (infantile, grossly naive) mass-democratic ideology dressed up as "cultural critique" largely or totally absent 
Marxism), whilst making some correct points along the way...)... the 

article: https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2018/02/08/whats-good-for-the-iews-stephen- 
miller/?temp-new-window-repIacement=true . "It's not what you know, but who you know" probably applies 
to all ethnic and or religious and or racial etc., and other, groups (and or individuals), but obviously in some 
countries some, or one, ((very) small) minority group(s) "do(es) it" ((much)(, much), much,...) better than other 

groups...] [ Don't forget this: both the Soviet Union had a need for Rapid 
Industrialisation, including the Rapid Production of a great quantity of heavy 
and light and all sorts of Military Equipment, in order to Win the Second World 
War [= Russian Nationalism/ Imperialism defeated German 
Nationalism/Imperialism], and, the U.S.A. and the West, since the 1950s until 
today have provided masses and masses and masses of People with material 
Standards of Living hitherto unknown in World Human History; in both 
instances, there undoubtedly exists the (gross) OverRepresentation of certain 
Tribesmen (and Tribeswomen) of a certain (loose but relatively distinct) Tribe 
(or to put it in the perhaps funny or even hilarious, but nonetheless scientifically 
(most) inaccurate way, of the phenomenon of "ZOG" (cum its "POZ", 
howsoever defined)) amongst a whole series of Elites (mentioned elsewhere on 
this page). It truly is very interesting that the Facts are Thus. Perhaps a certain 
Political Movement does not understand that it might (as a very, very, very long 







shot), but definitely not definitely, only possibly Ever "get an opportunity" only 
in Circumstances of Deep, Prolonged Crisis (which its "MetaPolitics" might 
help bring about or at least will play a Role when it Counts... in opposition to 
the (relatively violent and extreme) Goings On of the other Side(s)), and even if 
it got to, and got to Hold, Power, it would have to, probably or certainly, have to 
preside over a BloodBath or Many BloodBaths. Hitler might have been a 
Leader with Much Blood on his Hands just like many other Leaders throughout 
History, regardless of the Volume of Blood, and who all acted within particular, 
specific (obviously different) circumstances and correlations of forces, from 
Caesar and Caligula to Attila and Genghis Khan to Napoleon and Churchill to 
Stalin and Mao, et al., et al., et al., but just because History is not properly and 
fairly taught (when was History ever "properly and fairly taught"?), it doesn't 
mean that the New Regime won't Repeat Similar Kinds, Grosso Modo, of 
Violence, Terror, and Oppression in the Attempt to Stabilise the New Order... 
what we are Ultimately Talking About is not whether there shall Ultimately be 
some kind of Violence, Terror and Oppression, howsoever defined, but Who 
Shall be Wielding the Paramount Power against Whom. And in that light, it is 
Perfectly Human and "Natural" for many People to Want to Support their Tribe 
Against another Tribe or other Tribes, howsoever defined.] [ More 
Tellingly: Because not only Don't I Like Those Laces amongst the Elite, but 
because they Disgust Me, and Make me Sick (along with (many or most) of the 
cultural (spiritual/ideational/ideological/visible/audible/edible/tangible/...) 
products they Project and Promote), Aesthetically Seen and Judged in a Totally 
Value/Culture-Biassed Manner, They Need to Be Removed, so that I can Have 
Paces of My Tribe, howsoever defined (along with our cultural products), 

Ruling in and as the Elite (and spread amongst the Populace of our choosing), 
Doing what all Elites Do (regardless of the respective overall mean 
Countenance and Demeanour) in terms of deciding Who Rules What, Where, 
How,... and What and When Violence, Porce, Coercion,... is used against 
Whom,... etc.,... (and of course, it Goes Without Saying that those who Disgust 
Me can and do feel Disgusted by Me, etc., etc., etc.,)...] [ Now, Straight to the 
Point: Since ALL HUMANS share in Nature and Society, Rationality 
(Symbols, Language, Means-Ends, Self-Control (some degree (at least at certain 
times) of restraining impulsive ("instinctual") behaviour),... World Image(s), 
World View(s), Values, Beliefs, Norms, (normative) Ideology/Ideologies,...), 
Understanding, Identity (Recognition, Taste,...), Power ((Pre)Dominance, 
Authority, Influence, Hegemony, Control, Governance, Sovereignty,...), Self- 
Preservation until Death, (Inter)Action, the Spectrum (Priend-Poe (Polarity and 
Continuity, Normality and Exception,...)) and the Mechanism (Perspective(s), 
Self-Other, Subject-Object, Communication, Role(s), Action, Time,...) of the 
Social Relation, The Political as Interaction of all Interactions (Social Cohesion, 
Social Order, Social Disciplining,...), Culture,... (various degrees of and in) 
(elements of) Hierarchy or Equality, Discrimination ("Racism", e.g. being "anti- 



Racist" or "anti-Discriminatory" re: Women, Blacks, Homosexuals, 
Mohammedans, Jews,... (at least in certain contexts and from certain points of 
view)... whilst being (to a lesser or greater extent) Racist and Discriminatory 
against White (Christian or Secular) (Heterosexual) Males (and Females)... or 
vice versa, or otherwise, as the case may be,...), Elites, Masters-Slaves/Servants 
and or Oppressors-Oppressed and or... THEN, the Specific, Concrete (Cultural 
and Value) Content, including Texture, Look, Aesthetics, Dominant Beliefs and 
Modes and Manners and Ways of People... someone prefers, is Purely and 
ONLY (ultimately): A Matter of Taste (i.e. "Subjective").] \ Crude Man. But not 
necessarily Dumb, in fact possibly very Wise: If a group, as loose as it is, is 
about 2% of the population, then they can supply 4% or 6% or 8% of my 
country's Billionaires, Academics, Mass Media and Mass Entertainment 
Owners, High (Supreme) Court Justices, Foreign Policy Advisors,... but not 
11% or 20% or 30% or 40% or more!!! I don't like the LOOK of that, AT 
ALL! OR: Why would a Greek not want the Turks to rule him if all societies 
include Elites, Masters and Servants (Slaves), Rich and Poor, (In)Justice, etc.,... 
regardless of Race and or Religion and or Culture? Ultimately: BECAUSE / 
DON'T LIKE THE LOOK (sound, feel, taste, smell) OF THAT (nor the 
distribution of power)!!! Ditto: Mao Tse-Tung, Gandhi, Ho Chi Minh, Che 
Guevara, E.O.K.A., Mandela, et al., et al., et al.,...] [To put it very bluntly or 
very crudely (and rudely): the vast majority of people, and all politicians with 
some kind of access to socially-politically meaningful power and influence 
could not and do not GIVE A SHIT about (grossly) disproportionate wealth and 
power being held and wielded by members of a particular Tribe in the U.S.A., 
Australia, France, the U.K., (Russia), etc.. In fact, the vast majority of the 
masses think that "equality" is about "people of Colour" starring in Hollywood 
movies, or women getting paid the same as men amongst media and corporate 
elites, or that homosexuals are entitled to marry because they are "just like 
everyone else", or that racism is only about swearing racial epithets in public, 
etc., etc., etc.. Has there ever been a society in which the masses were not what 
they always are? = Whites, long term, probably won't Survive, but (eventually), 
Boy Oh Boy!, are the Browns, Blacks and perhaps Yellows going to Lash Out 
and Strike those Noses off a lot of Tribal Faces...] 


Strictly scientifically seen, i.e. social-ontologically in terms of social cohesion 
and social order, the only "valid" reason to object to or approve of Western 
mass democracy e.g. either c. 1950, c. 1990 or c. 2020, or any other social 
formation for that matter, is aesthetic - and that's purely and absolutely a 
subjective-cultural reason of preference, discrimination, segregation, prejudice, 
i.e. taste. In fact, there is no "valid" reason (all that one can really do, strictly 
and only as a social scientist, apart from describing and explaining (aspects of) 
the society in question, is to point out the relative level of social cohesion and 



social order in a society compared to other societies). [In other words: 1) the 
multi-racial, relatively multi-cultural state and or country or empire; 2) the 
multi-racial, relatively mono-cultural state and or country or empire; and 3) the 
relatively racially homogeneous, whether relatively culturally homogeneous or 
not, state and or country or, perhaps less likely, (part-)empire,... are NOT and 
are NEVER PER SE guarantors of relatively high levels of social cohesion and 
social order AD INFINITUM - for nothing is... BUT can be Subjectively Liked 
or Disliked on the basis of Aesthetic-Cultural Preference. Western Mass 
Democracies will Continue until "I shop, therefore I am" does not apply 
anymore, and or, Geopolitical Reality alters things irreversibly, and or, 

Western Mass Democracies tear and rip themselves apart on e.g. some kind of 
tribal basis, and or, other things happen (e.g. technological, environmental, 
racial, cultural,... Change), which create new (or no - in the case of e.g. nuclear 
wipeout) social formations...] [Race and sub-Race (and the State of Nature) 
may not matter at all, or (relatively) very little, in the short to medium term, but 
over the very long run, Race and sub-Race (and the State of Nature) can be 
almost, or are, Everything, including the Way and Texture and Content of 
Culture,... they virtually are, if they Change Substantially, DESTINY... as 
Absence of Substantial Continuity... and the new Culture(s) of the new Racial 
Mixes will ensure that People THEN, couldn't care less about our Past's 
Values... for they will be Seeing Other Things and Worshipping Other 
DEITIES...] [We are now Losing Everything, it is all slipping away into 
Oceans of Nothingness and you 're telling me I should care about 

Ephemeral Pleasures, Ephemeral Recognition? Are you NUTS? Are you REAL? 
(Answers: No and Yes)] [I might be "here”, but I joined my Grandparents and 
Great-Grandparents many, many, many,... years ago...] 


The Three Wise Monkeys of the Heidelberg School (Conze, Roselleck, Kondylis) 
(plus a fourth very wise Monkey: Raymond Aron - not to mention the Star 
Substitutes playing off the Bench and nearly always scoring GOALS: Ernst 
Kantorowicz and Karl Lowith), Absolutely Destroyed, on the Field of Scientific 
Knowledge, the Twelve or More Rodents (Rats) of the Frankfurt School (along 
with their fellow Tribal Warrior "opponents", from Buber, v. Mises, Popper and 
Blau to Coser, L. Strauss, I. Berlin and Lip set et al.) - even though the Rats Ran 
the Field of Ideological Bullshit. The latter Cared much more about Life in This 
World; the Former simply Did not Care (that much). 


I cannot but express my unending admiration for Marcus Aurelius, who wrote 
in Greek. 



If you Support and Love Wonderful and Beautiful Multi-Racial Multi- 
Culturalism with all its 

Restaurant, Shopping Centre and Crowd Colour and Diversity (and (smelly) 
Smells), and as a 

consequence, Contend the Relativity of Values, why is it that You Get So Upset, 
You Become 

So Angry, when someone Expresses Values different to Yours, Animal? 


Hypocrisy can be seen, and not with justification, as a sign of "lack of character 
(do as I say, and not as I do)", but it also could be an acknowledgement by the 
hypocrite of the Reality that just because there will always be transgressors, 
including myself, it doesn't mean that society should not strive for (sending a 
message of) a social disciplining which promotes social cohesion, order, 
health... howsoever defined... at loggerheads with the transgressions (which we 
know that if they become widespread can only lead, at least over the long run, 
to disastrous results = private vices, public catastrophe)... impulses will not be 
ever fully controlled all the time in all people, but the greater the levels of 
general and overall control, the better and more cohesively the whole will 
perform over a greater period of time... 


At first glance, it might seem that based on criteria of longevity, levels of 
(criminal) violence, consumption, health, "Reason", "Progress", "Science", 
"Humanism", etc. that "the Enlightenment" made the world of 2018 a "far better 
place" than the world of 1718. But apart from the fact that the Enlightenment as 
such, philosophically in terms of absolute logical consistency, ended up at the 
materialistic nihilism of a de Sade or La Mettrie, and that the concepts of 
"Reason, Science, Humanism and Progress" as understood by most 
Enlightenment Philosophers had a clear oligarchic-liberal, national-patriotic 
and or nationalistic-imperialistic-rac(ial)ist(ic), basis, and very little to do, if 
anything at all, with the mass-democratic values (widespread social mobility, 
interchangeability, the combination of everything with everything, hedonistic 
consumerism, anti-White racism, anti-male sexism, extreme Christophobia, 
grossly disproportionate Jewish over-representation and power, state and 
(tribally controlled) Mass Media-imposed Homophilia/mania and 
Islamophilia/mania,... etc., etc., etc.,... based on massification, atomisation, 
urbanisation, secularisation,... etc., etc., etc.) of 20th and 21st century America 
(and the rest of the West), for instance,... the changes at all levels of society, 
culture, economy, technology, etc. are the outcome of a great number of many 
different, disparate, varying and variable forces, factors and causes, and the 



ongoing operation of the Heterogony of Ends, as well as the domestic and 
Imperialist Super-Exploitation of peasants, proletarians, coolies, slaves, 
occupied ethne/nations,... etc., globally, those criteria are today's criteria, and 
by no means whatsoever can someone objectively claim that a person living in 
2018 in the U.S.A. is necessarily and or always happier than someone living in 
1718 in (Western) Europe or in the much hated for "Enlighteners" medieval 
Christian Europe of 818, let alone the Greco-Roman Christian world. It is quite 
possible, but of course not necessary, that many people c. 1018 or c. 1718, etc., 
with a personal higher threshold for physical labour and violence and pain, but 
with afar more "other-worldly" spirituality which placed far less importance on 
the material world than today, and with a much stronger sense of "community" 
rather than "society", were actually far more content with their presence on this 
earth than people reading (or ignoring) books of those Pontificating about how 
Great it is to be alive today (particularly when one's Tribe today in particular 
countries is doing much better and exercising much, much more Power in all of 
Power’s various forms and guises, comparatively speaking, mutatis mutandis, 
than 300 or 1000 years ago). Read and study e.g. Chaucer, or even watch 
Pasolini's film which inevitably follows its own path away from Chaucer (a 
society which promotes and celebrates homosexuality (and militant forms of 
Feminism) may not be "hypocritical" like a society which condemns 
homosexuality (and, comparatively speaking, Confines Women) - which 
(homosexuality and women's Power) usually have to take place "underground" 
or "behind closed doors" - but in terms of Collective Continuity and Collective 
Cultural-Ethnological-Racial MetaDevelopment, the society in favour of 
homosexuality's (and militant Feminism's) future is almost certainly ZERO, i.e. 
the England of c. 1200 had quite a bit both culturally and ethnologic ally and 
racially to do with England c. 1900 or even c. 1950(-1990), but with England c. 
2050 or 2100? Probably next to NOTHING, or very, very little...), but still 
retains what is essential (ditto, more or less: Boccaccio and Pasolini’s 
corresponding film): humans in society of varying attributes, inclinations, 
strengths, wills, abilities,... laws, rules, beliefs, hypocrisy, contradictory 
behaviour, contradictory thoughts, oppression, abuse of power, lust, hunting, 
prey, extortion, blackmail, cheating, bribery, joy, music, dance, song, communal 
festivities and ecstasy, grief, boredom, depression, pleasure, pain, stealing, 
gullibility, interests, master/servant, sex, cuckoldry, give and take, violence, 
revenge, farting, woman as devil (but not without her reasons), greed, 
domination, meaning, power, identity,... it is not at all clear that a society with 
Christ, God and "superstition" at its epicentre (as if today's Western mass 
democracies don't function with a whole host of myths, ideological inanities and 
demonstrable falsehoods presented as "truths" regarding "equality" behind and 
under and to the side of which certain groups and elites exercise grossly 
disproportionate power relative to the notion of "equality" as "all humans are 
equal"!!!), relatively underdeveloped markets and banking/finance, and with 



certain Tribesmen marginalised or simply non-existent for the vast majority of 
people, is necessarily anything other than what it is... the ",better or worse" 
value judgement might make someone feel better about themselves or a 
particular state of affairs (e.g. in which his group, broadly defined, 'just 
happens " to permeate or even dominate, at least disproportionately, all elite 
positions of forms of exercising Power), but a scientifically useful way of 
viewing the world - IT CERTAINLY IS NOTH! (and leaving aside of course 
whether someone prefers the architecture, (aristocratic or upper class) 
clothing, and general aesthetic of c. 1100-1400 A.D. England to today's "House 
of Satan " flat-roof and boxj (inverted)rectangular/square]-building 
",monstrosities" = purely a matter of Taste) [The way I see things, Pasolini's 
message is clear (whether it's Chaucer's or Boccaccio's, it probably is, but 
that's a separate issue): the world of the senses must be, in one form or another, 
Satan's realm, and society can only be (different levels of) Order with some kind 
of ideologisation and intellectual(-spiritual) (and or physical) restraint on the 
world of the senses in which of itself there is no meaning - what ideological and 
other Restraints one likes or prefers on the world of the senses is... purely... 
ultimately... a matter of (inherited and or chosen) Taste...] [Regurgitating 
topics, themes and matters which have been "done to death" might seem like 
"original and constructive or even "enlightening" thinking" to some (e.g. a 
certain "Liberal" Tribesman by the name ofS.P.), particularly when (entirely) 
wrong-as-to-fact interpretations of both intellectual and social-political history 
are proffered, as well as totally avoiding one's own blatant hypocrisy and 
double standard of supporting absolutely one's (at least sentimentally) own 
Tribe's nation-state and grossly disproportionate accumulation of various forms 
of Power by Tribal members in other nation-states,... but to those who have 
even a cursory knowledge of the history of ideas and of social and political 
history, all one can do is Laugh... like the Laughing Buddha... not quite yet in 
the Highest Heaven...] [J or P: - You are an Anti-Semite, Sir! H or G.O.: - And 
you are a PhiloSemite, Pro-Zionist, Anti-Hellene, Animal! LUCK YOU! (Not to 
mention that Whites in just a few decades have gone from about 90%+ of the 
total population in a given territory to a Path of becoming a minority in that 
territory, whilst Group J has e.g. 1 or 2% of the overall population but often 
greater than 10% and sometimes greater than 30% to 50% of positions of 
relative Power, and you are trying to tell me about "Racism" YOU FUCKING 
ANIMAL, FUCK YOU!!!) = I don't think such "conversations" are going to go 
anywhere... though the "Respondent" is Rude, and easily Triggered... whilst the 
"Guy or Dude with the Trigger" knows he is on Top and in Control (at least in 
this historical juncture)... and all the "Respondent" can do, is be Free of the J 
or P to the extent he can... Death equalises everyone, "anyways"... And strictly 
speaking, a true scientist neither protects those in power or with relative power, 
nor seeks their downfall. Strictly speaking, a true scientific observer of human 
affairs describes and explains. That's all.] [Personally, and regardless of any 



aesthetic likes or dislikes, I have had and would have no problem whatsoever 
working with a woman, a "person of colour”, a homosexual, a Turk or Muslim, 
or a Jew et al. if that person cut all the ideological bullshit, acknowledged the 
love/hate, and hate/love, and friend/foe, and foe/friend, binaries; the relativity 
of Values, of Power and the objectivity of (all relevant) Facts and Causality (to 
the extent the latter two are known or knowable), and that every side is entitled 
to their Identity, Position, Preference and Prejudice, and that there is a 
Common Goal that we share - notwithstanding all our differences upon which 
we can amicably agree to disagree - towards which we can work... Under such 
circumstances, I have (had) no, and would never have any, problem with 
anyone whatsoever... of course, when such circumstances do not exist, either 
avoidance (preferable), or conflict (not wanted), or physical violence ("war"), 
to be avoided at all costs if possible, will ensue...] [Let's never forget that 
Polybius's notion of a cycle of polities (Monarchy-Aristocracy-Democracy ]- 
for (white) male subjects or citizens of property who are e.g. head of an Oikos 
and do not work for a living like a peasant, labourer, et al.]), by the 17th 
century and certainly from c. 1789 made way for Progress, which meant that 
Restoration could never be in the same Cycle again as Revolution, the former 
now being Reaction in the negative sense for Progressives or those of the Left... 
and the Industrial and French Revolution Changes to Western societies have 
not stopped occurring at macro-historically blistering Speed ever since, which 
probably means no kind of identifiable Western society within a few more 
decades or century or two, as increasing Authoritarianism and or Anomie and 
or Ethnological Change will take their toll on the "democratic-political-social" 
aspects of Western mass democracy...] 


If there is a Relation betwixt Us, and Your Power increases 
relative to 

Me, My Power decreases relative to Thee... [The 000(1 or Bad ( Evil ) 

of That (which 

is Objective), is Purely Subjective, as is every Ideologically-Laden or Charged World View, 
World Theory 

or Way of Looking at the World] 

For good or ill, along the Path [Socrates and Plato Knew FULL WELL that it was 
better not to even think about Going THERE], along the Path of the Buddha, the 
Sophists, Aristippus and the Cyrenaics, the Lieh-tzu, Machiavelli, Montaigne, Hobbes, 
Spinoza, La Mettrie, David Hume, Helvetius, de Sade, and Nietzsche, and relatively few 
others, in many disparate ways, others went further, others less so, and others still, ran 
backwards once they had realised they had gone too far, with perhaps La Mettrie going 


the furthest and staying there. Along that Path, at the End, there is a Place of Nihil. 

Only from that place can one step out of the Puppet Theatre that is Life, and see Behind 
the Players. That's when History, the Historians and the Studiers of History and or 
other Observers of Human Affairs, with all their many strengths and weaknesses 
(whether (next to) zero, few or many), from Herodotus and Thucydides and Aristotle, 
to La Rochefoucauld and Montesquieu and Adam Ferguson and Clausewitz and 
Tocqueville, to Marx and Pareto and Simmel and Durkheim and Weber and Mannheim 
and Aron and Conze and Kondylis, come in). 

The scientific validity of someone's written work is not tested by trying to find 
out or examining their individual, personal characteristics and preferences and 
prejudices, but against empirical reality and logical consistency... 

All I can Do, is seek the Truth, non-normatively, empirically, logically, 
descriptively, explanatorily and accurately, to the best of my limited abilities. 
Others, Other Forces, Other Factors, Relations between Actors (individual, 
collective) other than Me, will Shape, Mould, Form, Change Reality way 
beyond Me, which One Day, not TOO FAR away, won't include Me. Until then, 

I know Who I am, What I Hate and What I Love. 

Here's the News, NOT the "Good” or "Bad" News, Just THE NEWS: YOU are 
not going to get your UTOPIA. No-one, No Side will Get their Utopia. Those 
with Relatively High Levels of Power Today, sometime Yesterday had relatively 
High Levels of Power not, and sometime Tomorrow will have NO Power AT 
ALL . Human Affairs, which Move, at times, Slower, at other times Faster, DO 
NOT STAND STILL. 

A polity of a mass society based on an electable common law or constitutional 
prime-ministerial and or presidential parliamentary or congressional 
government with some kind of separation of powers and rule of law and 
individual rights - (and not being based on the demos actively governing 
through the compulsory participation of citizens by means of the drawing of lots 
and elections on a daily or fairly regular basis incl. recallability of public 
officials, the arming of citizens ("the polites (nokkrjg) is a hoplites (dnkhrjg)"), 
whilst being more than capable of both, but not always necessarily, slavery and 
imperialism,... which to varying degrees appeared in the pre-Industrial 
Revolution (relatively racially, ethnologic ally, culturally-religiously 
homogeneous) Hellenic world)-, which held referenda on major issues, e.g. 
immigration, would qua polity still have nothing to do with democracy, but 
would nevertheless have given more relative power to citizens to e.g. decide 
upon the ethnological (racial, cultural,...) make-up of the citizenry, and less to 




elected and unelected elites and interest (lobby) groups and Big Money 
Political Party, N.G.O. etc. "Donors", including a certain group which has 
come to exercise grossly disproportionate forms of power and influence in 
certain countries, tightly connected with U.S.A. imperialism and a global 
financial system in which it has centuries of experience, and was ideally placed 
to make best use of capitalism and advancing globalisation, particularly from 
the 19th century (e.g. the R????????d Family, which notwithstanding all the 
"anti-semiticprejudice and anti-semitic canards" (why wouldn't a non-Semite 
be anti-semitic, when a pro-Semite is anti-gentile, if such is the case, and not 
infrequently is the case?), has in its possession grossly disproportionate power 
and or influence over world affairs in relation to the proportion of the world's 
population its group represents) - and of course such disproportionality exists 
in regard to many other groups as well, since power accumulation, 
concentration and crystallisation is definitely not, and will never be even 
remotely "democratic" - the best humans have come up with, at least in the 
Western world grosso modo is democracy as it has (partially) existed in the 
Hellenic world up until the 19th century. And by the way, no-one here is saying 
that there is a realistic, practicable and viable alternative to the general state of 
affairs of recent decades - geopolitics, inter alia, will probably sort that out 
over time... [All societies have their "pros and cons" - humans can prosper and 
or suffer in all sorts circumstances, within all sorts of axiological contexts, 
whether in societies with greater emphasis on the group (with perhaps less 
individual differentiation e.g. China or "primitive peoples", as the case may be), 
a more or less balance between group and individual (e.g. from Homeric 
Greece to Christian Orthodox Hellenism ("Byzantium")), or with greater 
emphasis on the individual and its "rights" rather than the group (e.g. post- 
WW2 U.S.A.). Whatever the case, both the group, which ALWAYS 
ULTIMATELY COMES FIRST, and the individual, are IN EXISTENCE and 
ACTIVE]. 

So You Do Not Care about the Extent of the Hubris, You Do Not Care about the 
Golden Mean, but only About Extending, Expanding your own Power and the 
Excuses You Make for It and Yourselves. OK then. Let's See What Happens... 

All societies have some form of "power, privilege and oppression". When 
someone rails against a particular "system of power, privilege and oppression", 
what they are essentially saying is that they want to change the elites of that 
society, usually so that they too can be part of the new elite, and so that they 
can be one of those exercising "power, privilege and oppression" against 
(an)other group(s) of people, even though they frame their Rhetoric and 
Propaganda in terms of "Equality" and "Justice" and "Anti-Racism" and 




"Human Rights" or whatever else comes into their "brilliant" Minds (of Total 
Power Lust (to the point of Degenerative Mental Illness)). 

It's very easy to make the Mistake of Imagining Society Without the Rat and the 
Ape, of Viewing the Pre-Industrial Revolution World as In Tune with Nature 
and the Organically Pure. But we Know from History if we Dare Look, that 
every Society Has at least Something "Going for It" and A Lot that's Negative or 
simply Rot (e.g. one society: a relatively greater lack of privacy amongst a few 
hundred people, but with a strong collective(-individual) identity and cohesion; 
another society: a relatively greater degree of loneliness and isolation whilst 
surrounded by millions of people, but with relatively many individual rights and 
"choices" whilst having inadequate collective identification and recognition,... 
etc., etc., etc.,...). Living Longer, Being Exposed to Less (physical) Violence, 
Travelling and Consuming Much More, may or may not Make People Happier 
or... Sadder - there is no set, concrete Formula or Law. Apart from Death, the 
Only Other Thing Certain is Change, whether it happens Quickly or much more 
Slowly. Once We and (then) the Rat Are Gone though, the Ape will Remain, 
until Time Finishes It Too. [The Sun has more or less Set in the West, but is Still 
Shining in the East... For Now...] 


Darwin and Nietzsche Walking on Man's and History's Very Hot Coals 

If a Tribe has a Strong Will to Power in the Heat of The Survival of the Fittest 
and is able to Dominate a Herd (of Herds) who Care Not about their own 
Continuity - at least not as a Tribe or as Tribes, or even not as a Herd or Herds 
then the Dominant Tribe Deserves (Because it Has) its Relative Power, which 
will last for a period of time, BUT which WILL MEET IT'S DESTINY. The 
Study of History Tells Us as much (no Tribe has EVER avoided, at one time or 
another, becoming a Rabble), and Scipio's tears put out the Fire under his Feet 
for just enough Time for him to Send us THE MESSAGE that Defeat WILL 
ARRIVE (both as the Heterogony of Ends... in perhaps many and varied Cycles 
of Ups and Downs... and Eventually) as... the Final End. 

[From the point of view of Power (Nietzsche) - not Nice, but True: If "white 
privilege" is a total "load of Shit", then (grossly disproportionate, in an Age of 
"Equality") "Jewish (Hebrew, Semitic, Zio-) privilege" is a total "load of Shit", 
just as tomorrow "Chinese privilege", or "??? privilege", or "Ape privilege" will 
be total "LOADS of SHIT"] 


Just because my Genus is (potentially) being "genocided out of existence", it 
does not mean that I am going to be happy about it or that I am going to 
applaud it. If you think that I am going to be happy about it, either a) you're on 



drugs, b) you're a Cretin, c) you seek, or are indifferent to, the (potential) 
Genocide of my Genus, or d) all or two of the above. Let's make a deal, since we 
live in an Age when everyone "is or should be equal"! Let's agree on the actual 
Genocide of all Genera, including Mine, But Especially Including YOURS!!! 

There will always be a Power "Structure" or Power Hierarchy, with (varying 
degrees of) elements of Equality, But when there is a Fear, a Sense of, and or 
actual, Increasing "Injustice" and or Anomie, either those in Power will Crack 
Down Harder and or those who want to Come to Power will (try to) Rise. Real 
and or Perceived "Injustice", Anomie, and Distaste (cultural-aesthetic- 
emotional) for those who are (perceived to be) Ruling, Sharpen Conflict in the 
Political. How sharp is a question of time, place, circumstances, the 
Correlation of Forces. 

The Crystals, Crystallisations, of Power (Dominance, Influence, 

PreDominance, Authority, Hegemony, Governance, Control, Domination, 
PreEminence, Sovereignty,... the Social/the Political- 
Rationality/Understanding/Ideology- 

Culture/Identity/Taste(Disgust)/Recognition/ Fame/... with/out physical 
Violence (Force))... were or were not Yesterday, are or are not Today, will (not) 
be Tomorrow... as to specific, concrete Content... 

Because all Social-Human Relations, Always Standing In, On and or Related to 
Nature (Biology), from Personal Relations to Individual-Group and Group- 
Group Relations, up to Inter-State (State-State,... and Corporation-State,...) 
Relations etc., are Relations of Power (Identity, Meaning, Understanding, 
Rationality,... Friend-Foe), in any one of its Many, Multiple, Miscellaneous, 
Multifarious,... Crystallising, Crystallised, Crystal,... Forms; all Relations are 
therefore Relations of relative Hegemony (Dominance, Control, Influence, etc.) 
and relative Freedom (Autonomy), and, relative (perceptions of) Interests, 
Values, Phantasms,... Hierarchisations, Networks, Correlations,... of Forces, of 
Power. The Ideationally-Ideologically and or Physically Strongest, as the Case 
may Be, always (apart from non-normative Strictly Scientific (empirically 
descriptive, logically consistent, explanatory knowledge), which is Ideational, 
not Ideological), Always has the Upper Hand... until another Lower or Right or 
Left or simply other Hands become the Hand as and with the Upper Hand, 
until... until... until... (with the Heterogony of Ends ALWAYS (long-term) 
LURKING... Taking and Having an Effect...)... The Fact that Society Precedes 
Humans means that there will always be Groups and Individuals, always 
Collectives and Individuals... the Balance, Textures, Kinds,... of Power, Identity, 
etc. might Vary, but always Groups and Individuals, Individuals and Groups,... 
Robinson Crusoe Carried with Him, AT ALL TIMES, a Culture and Identity 



referring to the Group Existence of Individuals, no matter how Alone, no matter 
how Crazy, no matter how Individual... 

To "The ??? ???k T????", "The G???????", "The ???" and all other Newspapers 
of "Unbiassed Reporting and Journalism" and "Fair and Impartial Opinion", 
largely staffed by Americans, Englishwomen and Englishmen (Britons), and 
Australians, with no other Cultural, Ethnic, Religious or Racial Attributes (of 
Significance) Whatsoever: If Israel, apart from accepting full nuclear and 
W.M.D. disarmament for the sake of "Peace" and aside from giving 
Palestinians full rights as Israeli citizens or from allowing Palestinians to have 
a fully sovereign state and also apart from repealing fully all anti- 
miscegenation(-like) or "unusual" marriage restriction laws, etc., accepts and 
keeps within six years, two million Muslim Immigrants and two million Black 
(non-Muslim) African Immigrants and two million Han Chinese Immigrants, as 
well as Fully Renouncing Israeli (Jewish-Hebrew-Semitic-Zionist) Supremacy 
and Supremacism in Israel and Anywhere Else in the World, and You, as 
"Learned Newspapers of Record" Support and Applaud such a Significant, 
Necessary and Enriching Measure of Diversification (Diversity) and Multi- 
Culturalism and Equality and tangible Anti-Racism, then I think that Morally, 
Ethically, Psychologically (Iknow that You are all very big on "psychology"), 
I'll have no Choice but to "Shut the Fuck Up”. Thank you. (And since they are 
"Left-wing" or "Left-leaning/Progressive" "sincere" newspapers "in the fight 
against the Rich and Oppression ", they can also launch a daily campaign of 
calling for the End of the GROSS OVER-REPRESENTATION of Tribal 
Members amongst the world's billionaires (i.e. roughly I in 7, when Tribesmen 
and Tribeswomen are 1 in 500 roughly of the world population) - and also call 
e.g. for the ReDistribution of that wealth to "People of Colour”, particularly, 
but not only, in Africa). [If a collective consciousness and or relatively 
collective relatively racial and or cultural homogeneity weakens or falls 
dramatically, and a Group retains a comparatively high level of Group 
awareness and Group networking, at least amongst its elites, coupled with a 
much higher mean work ethic (esp. since the "Protestant ethic" has 
comparatively been declining), higher mean intelligence (if and where 
applicable), etc.,... in circumstances of massification, atomisation, urbanisation, 
secularisation, the Religion of Progress,... then grossly disproportional over- 
representation (e.g. from France, Germany and even England before WW2 
(with elite banking and other roots going back to the 18th century or even 
further back),... to America, France, England, South Africa and Australia post- 
WW2)... is going to be the outcome: IT'S NOT ROCKET SCIENCE!!! [which all 
means that ("patriotic") advocates and ideologues of "individual rights and 
liberties", apart from the mistake of "not seeing" that Groups always exist, no 
matter how much "individual freedom" there is or isn't, are advocating and 
ideologising in favour of a Situation in which a particular Group ("Tribe”) gets 




to keep and or increase its relative forms of GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
power... Well Done, Fellas!!!]] 

The Problem: low relatively white indigenous (native) birth rates and an 
insufficient or no control over one's patria's borders, including because of mass 
psychology and life stances which do not secure (defend) the relatively cohesive 
reproduction and (at least partial) continuity of one's Group or Tribe, its 
culture and or racial (ethnological,...) make-up, howsoever defined; the grossly 
disproportionate (over-)representation of members of a particular Group or 
Tribe in the promotion of such mass psychology and life stances, 
notwithstanding that the said mass psychology and life stances came into being 
irrespective of the said Group or Tribe. 

The Solution: whatever it will be, a) it will never be Final, and b) it will almost 
certainly be Bloody. 

The Really Big Problem: African and Arabic and or Mohammedan Population 
Explosions ensure that, even if the nation-states of the world can find a more or 
less acceptable Equilibrium in Blocks, the Block concerning the once 90 or even 
98+% relatively white (and Christian) nation-states of Western and Southern 
Europe after c. 2050, if there hasn't been a nuclear calamity, probably won't be 
in a position to Hold the Fort, especially since the Fort was never properly 
defended or (reconstituted in the first place. 

The Solution: there probably won't be any kind of solution, but at least THE 
TRIBE will eventually have no choice but to accept ITS FATE TOO = Tribal 
Warrior Tribesmen and Tribeswomen, Our Fate WILL BE Your FATE. YOUR 
DESTINY AWAITS YOU!!! 

Nearly all commentators on the "ills" of Western mass democracies overlook 
that the sociological-historical centuries-long process of massification and 
atomisation means, inter alia: where people have a much less stronger 
collective, group or tribal sense e.g. of extended family, village, island or 
region, ethnos, nation, patria, civilisation,... they will ipso facto be susceptible 
to the ideology that "we are all just individuals, equal and or basically the 
same". That is why great injustices as to fact and causation are committed by 
conspiratorialists against a particular ethnic-religious(-racial) group, which by 
the way, as individuals and as a (loose or not so loose) group shares in all the 
social-ontological and anthropological features, characteristics and attributes 
common to all humans, but which also can and does achieve in certain 
countries and in certain contexts, situations.... at least amongst its elites, 
(grossly) disproportional crystallisations of power, which in turn can be 
aesthetically-culturally and or (geopolitically displeasing, repugnant or 
disgusting to other individuals and or groups, who and which of course can be 



found displeasing, repugnant or disgusting by others as well - all, ultimately, as 
a matter of taste (since values, ultimately, are relative (as history teaches)). [If 
one group's elites are like eagles, who once soared... and another group's elites 
are like Vultures, and the eagles fly while the Vultures are parasitically, 
maniacally but effectively scavenging the polity's and society's Body, then the 
eagles' flight paths and trajectories will progressively be pulled towards, and 
fall closer to, earth... and the Body will eventually become a Carcass... a Relic 
of...] 

It is perfectly valid to say the we are all part of one Race, the Human Race. 
What, however, that implies is that You do not care whether particular sub¬ 
races or sub-groups of the overall Group, the Human Group, survive or not: 
and based on current trends, certain sub-groups, demographically (racially, 
ethnologically,...) and or culturally, are on a certain course of NOT 
SURVIVING, or at least being DIMINISHED to the point of relatively easy 
EXTERMINATION. [Facing Facts Includes understanding that the historic 
relatively white European, American (and Australian) nations, ethne, (sub- 
)race(s) and or (sub-)civilisations, whether in existence for millennia or for just 
a couple of centuries, because of a whole range of factors and factual processes 
in society and societies throughout history, particularly, the last two or three 
centuries, including via the Heterogony of Ends, put themselves on the Path of 
AutoGenocide, at least as relatively white societies. This might be Very Painful 
to acknowledge for anyone who likes or loves the relatively white aesthetic, and 
who Venerates (as Fact and as Myth) one's Ancestors, BUT it has Come to 
Pass. What is Happening now and Coming next is (probably going to be) very, 
very, very,... Messy... to say the least]. 

Simple Lesson for the Genuinely Curious or Ideological Fanatic and or 
Retard who wants to Wake Up: A relatively multi-racial and or multi-cultural 
society can enjoy roughly the same, more or less relative Social Cohesion and 
Social Order as a relatively mono-racial and or mono-cultural society 
(relatively multi-racial and relatively mono-cultural societies, etc., have existed 
too). No-one can, however, determine another's aesthetic-cultural-values 
Preferences on an objective basis, which means someone can reject or approve 
of a relatively multi-racial and multi-cultural or relatively mono-racial and 
mono-cultural society, etc., purely as a Matter of Taste. All societies eventually 
"break down” in that they eventually become other kinds of social formations. If 
a relatively multi-racial and multi-cultural society "breaks down " and does not 
"morph” into a New World (Utopia) of Peace and Harmony, hitherto unknown 
in all of Human History, then the at least decades-long Process of "Breaking 
Down " and "Being Torn Apart" cannot but be of Increasing Anomie and or of 
Raw TRIBALISM. 



The more one "Looks into Things", the more one realises that the Great Artists, 
Singers, Directors, Actors, Musicians, Composers, Architects, Sculptors, Poets, 
Writers, Thinkers, "Philosophers", Analysts, et al.,... are not just those given 
Prominence in the Mass Media, Institutions of "Higher Education ", and in the 
Awarding of Prizes, etc.,... but include many, many, many,... Others... coming 
from all sorts of Languages, Cultures, Contexts,... and that many LifeTimes 
would never Suffice... if one cares to "Look into Things"... 

Whoever has had Strong Tribal Experiences knows that there is nothing like 
Belonging to a Group which Unites the Past with the Future in the Present 
AGAINST ALL OTHERS. 


Variations on a Theme (Man as a Machine; or: Dostoyevsky’s Light, or: The 
Essence of Cultural Critique, or: The Globalists’ Hell, or: The Retarded 
Ideologue in Ecstasy; or: The Ultimate Nothingness of Being): 

“I love PeopleKind”, it said, "but I find to my amazement that the more I love 
PeopleKind as a whole, the less I love peoples and people in particular, and the 
more I become the one and only Cog and Hole, as They continue to Rule. On 
the other hand: why not be the only Cog and Hole? Why not have Them Rule?” 

Proper Perspective : The Main Issue of the 21st century hinges on the 
relationship between the U.S.A., China, Russia,... (India, Japan, Turkey, 
Germany, the U.K.,...)... and the (African, Arabic, Mohammedan, Western 
Asian) Population Explosions... Within the U.S.A. and broader "Anglo-Sphere" 
(incl. France!), a particular country and a particular Group wield grossly 
disproportionate forms of Power in a number of areas from Foreign and 
Immigration Policy, the Mass Media and Mass Entertainment to the Faw and 
Academia, and that is very annoying to those who do not belong to that Group 
and have a very strong Group Identity of their own and have some kind of 
relationship with the Anglo-Sphere and the English language... but the Main 
Issue... 


Cutting the Bullshit Means: No matter what the Society, No matter what the 
Dominant Ideology, no matter whether in a State of (relative) Co-operation or 
in a State of (relative) Conflict... Individuals and Groups, will use and abuse 
Words, Ideas, Phrases,... Emotions,... up to all sorts of Bullying and Pressure 
and even physical Violence, if need be and if they have the means... to Justify 
and to Reinforce and, if possible, Increase their relative Power and Domination 



over Others... (this basic knowledge can be learnt from a variety of sources, 
including Life Experience, Common Sense and Popular (Folk) Wisdom or e.g. 
from the incomparable Italians: Machiavelli, Pareto, Pirandello). 

The mere statement of Facts does not Prove either their Significance (in 
relation to What?) or How the Facts Came to Be... Nonetheless, the Statement 
of Facts is Always a Good Starting Point for Scientific Explanation, and in the 
Human (Social) Sciences, the Investigation of Causalities, Regularities, Types, 
Concepts, Social Facts,... The Leaving Out of Facts "which do not suit us" 
often, if not always, constitutes a Scientific Crime, i.e. a Crime against Science, 
and not a "Crime Against Humanity"... 

It might seem like a Paradox, but it's not: the more one studies Sex and Race as 
Social (Nature-Related) Facts, the more Sexist and Racist one becomes, at least 
in one's thinking, but by no means necessarily as to one's Values... 

Science has no Holy Cows... none whatsoever... 

[Final Goodbye to Human Civilisation: "After the Industrial (and French) Revolutions, the 
Religion of Progress, and the relatively tight interconnection of the world, you choose the 
Path of Mammon, Usury, the Bubble, and Satan (massification, atomisation, urbanisation, 
secularisation, hedonistic consumption, (liberal, formally-legally equal) individual "rights", 
Christophobia, Misandry, anti-White (extreme) Racism, Homophilia/mania, Other-worship, 
Islamophilia/mania,... taken to historical extremes),... restrained far too little... too far from 
the Golden Mean... in the Realm of Total Hubris... and left behind any possibility of 
Democracy which continued as the, even relatively slight, continuance of ancient Greece as 
(greatly but not totally) transformed over time all the way up to the 19th century in the 
Ottoman Empire. The Chinese and associated or other Asiatic Civilisations (and perhaps 
Russians) are probably the Final Hope for (relatively) High Culture, because the others are 
not capable of producing, and have never had. High Culture, but the Danger is that Satan will 
depart in his of recent decades and nowadays grossly disproportionately Tribally-led and 
influenced Form in an All-Encompassing Nuclear Conflagration..."... [and if IT does not do 
that that way, the Planet of the Apes will do that AnyWay. It's only a Matter of Time.]. 
Goodbye.] 



[As an Eastern Roman, My King, is My God, either as Marble, or Swept Away 
into Time... I only ever Bow and Kneel before Him...] 

"Otov Kavrjg napsa pc zdv (XoAko )Ko vS6/j\ ko.i zdv KaCavzCiSi], koi daai ANTP 
AX, Kai Cfjg ijTcd zrjvKaOodrjyrjoiv zov repov Kai zov Yiov zijc [haapcwiQ KaXoypai 
oc, zozcq spcozag zdv novzoov oov, yapacKai kacivciq apxiSia... 

https://descentintothesewer.wordpress.eom/2017/12/08/other-not-so-impolite-and-verv-rude-extremelv-offensive- 

reflections-errors-and-valid-points-descent-into-the-sewer/?temp-new-window-reDlacement=true 
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mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within all of this 
website). 


All enquiries or comments can be made by sending an email to: 
pkproject@live.co.uk 


A bit, some, a lot or all of the material (text(s) and narrative(s)) on this 
page and elsewhere on and in this Site not written by P.K. could be 
(accidentally or deliberately) misleading, wrong, false, in error, in SIN... 
please be careful, don't take yourselves too seriously, and help me 
understand Borges (and Kafka?) better... [[and always OBEY the LAW]]... 


Under no circumstances shall I entertain enquiries or comments not 
about P.K.'s work or the implications of his thought. If you are interested 
in particular Values (and Tastes), I shall NOT debate you about the 
Content of those particular Values (and Tastes) because Science 
(Scientific Observation) knows that Values (and Tastes) are Time-Bound 
and Place-Bound (and (mutably) individual-hound in respect of at least 
some degree of (mutable) Group-bindedness) and RELATIVE (whilst all 
human societies must or inevitably have Dominant Values, Tastes, 

Norms, Customs, Laws, etc. - which I personally always abide by, or at 
least not knowingly breach, if I am within a particular jurisdiction, 
whether I agree with the Dominant Values, Tastes,... Laws or not, or 
whether I am "impressed" by the distribution of the various forms of 
Power, including GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE crystallisations, 
accumulations and concentrations thereof, wielded through and behind 
such Values, Tastes,... Laws, etc., along with the attendant Dominant 
Culture(s), within a society, or not). I am not interested in Wasting my 
Time writing to Morons. [PRELIMINARY TIP: WRITING TO ME IS LIKE 
SUBMITTING AN OFFICIAL APPLICATION TO AN INSTITUTE OF HIGHER 
LEARNING where there are real Professors and not (infinite “gender/I 
am allowed to be as Insane as I want to be, my Holes are my Life, and I 
am going to Control your Thought (as in Thought Control) because really 
Deep Down I am just a Power-Hungry ANIMAL like all people in the Public 
Sphere, etc.") Variations on Mickey Mouse (Daffy Duck, Pluto, Goofy, 
Elmer Fudd, Porky Pig, Speedy Gonzalez, Foghorn Leghorn, Betty Boop, 
The Flinstones, Barney Rubble, Road Runner and Wile E. Coyote,...), OR, 
TO A SUPERIOR COURT OF RECORD where Chief Justice is someone at the 
very least of the calibre of Owen Dixon -1 MIGHT BE "A LITTLE BIT" 
STRICT, BUT I SURE DO KNOW MY P.K. BETTER THAN (ALMOST) 



ANYONE ELSE!!! - And given English at best is my second or third 
language, I might even decide to not entertain any enquiries etc. not 
written in Greek (ancient (Homeric, Attic(-Ionic), Doric), koine, middle 
or "medieval", modern), Spanish, Italian, French, Latin, Portuguese or 
German; though to be fair, if someone, e.g. a "Professor" sends me an 
email with a sample of his or her or its thought (e.g. an article or even 
book), and I deem that that text is, as a whole, worth at least 1%, or 
better still, 10%, of the value of P.K.'s texts, I'd probably be so overjoyed 
as to reply - and seriously too!] [TIP: Perhaps if we get all of Kondylis's 
work translated into English and checked, proofed, "perfected",... by a 
Team of Serious Scholars at least at the level of ability of e.g. a Talcott 
Parsons - though I doubt that even that is at a standard high enough, and 
then if we also, inter alia, render the Brunner, Conze, Koselleck Basic 
Historical Concepts into English, whilst also learning Ancient Greek and 
Latin from the beginning, then we might - though I seriously doubt it, be 
in a position to have a Discussion.] 

If you do write to me bona fide, please allow some time (a few days... or 
longer) for me to answer. [FURTHER TIP: Don't make a fool of yourself! 
Knee-jerk reactions - something like an amoeba moving within its 
immediate environment without understanding anything of substance, 
or rather, anything at all - to something you read written by P.K. without 
contemplating fully what he is saying in the context of all of his work, 
essentially amount to an admission of ignorance, if not stupidity. Every 
book and article written by P.K. interrelates and, as it were, interlocks 
with every other book and article by him, which means P.K. covered 
everything essential from all angles and cannot be defeated in theory (of 
course, clarifications, expansion, etc. are always possible, and that's 
what he was doing, inter alia, at the time of his premature death...). But 
in respect of the translations within this site, Going Head-to-Head with 

P.K. means YOU LOSE! (Who would in their right mind get into the Ring against Sugar Ray 
Robinson at Sugar's peak and on a good night for Sugar, and seriously think he would stand a 
chance against the greatest ever practitioner of the Sweet Science?) HahahahaHa!!!] 

The "Beauty" of P.K.'s work seen in toto is that Everyone [[- All Sides -]] 
with a genuine interest in theory and science can (potentially) learn (at 
least something) from it. His analyses and presentations of the subjects 
he grappled with are Unique in the History of Thought, and if Reinhart 
Koselleck's intellect could be challenged and enlightened by P.K. and if 
Koselleck viewed P.K.'s major works as something like reference books, 
then it goes without saying the rest of us - few as we are - can start a life¬ 
long process of study if we are interested, have the extreme self- 
discipline which is absolutely necessary, and Time. "The Academy", for 
good or ill, is largely staffed by Ideologues - at best, and alas too often by 



Total Imbeciles, to have anything to do with consistent, let alone 
absolutely consistent, Science (and that includes those who "pretend to 
be objective"). Luckily the History of Thought in the West provides for an 
Incomparable Academy from which P.K. drew and passed on to us in a 
never-to-be-repeated and very likely never-to-be-surpassed manner. 


PAY CLOSE ATTENTION TO THIS: P.K.'s 
WORK, IF YOU CAN ACTUALLY 
UNDERSTAND IT IN THE ENGLISH 
TRANSLATIONS (= NOT AN EASY 
MATTER, REQUIRING A LOT OF TIME,... 
AND NOTE THAT MOST PEOPLE WHO 
TRY READING HIM IN GERMAN OR 
GREEK DON'T GET THE FULL PICTURE...), 
WILL ONLY EVER BE FOR THE VERY 
FEW. SOCIETIES AND THE WORLD WILL 
GO ABOUT THEIR WAYS, INCL. THE 
VARIOUS (GROSSLY UNEQUAL) 
DISTRIBUTIONS OF FORMS OF POWER, 
CONFLICTS, WARS, CO-OPERATION, 
COMEDIES, TRAGEDIES, ETC., AND 
ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENT SCIENTIFIC 
OBSERVATION WILL BE A DISCREET 
PLEASURE FOR THE VERY FEW WHO 
CAN REACH AND SAVOUR IT. THE 
POLITICAL, BY DEFINITION, IS ABOUT 



VALUES AND NORMS ETC. AND 
THEREFORE CANNOT BE A SPHERE OF 
HUMAN ACTIVITY WHICH P.K.'s WORK 
CAN ENTER, BUT ONLY IN MUTILATED 
AND GROSSLY ALTERED FORM. ANYONE 
WHO APPROACHES ME EITHER FROM all 
of "THE RIGHT", all of "THE CENTRE" OR 
all of "THE LEFT", GETS A "PISS OFF!" OR 
A "F??? OFF!". AND THAT'S THE WAY IT 
HAS TO BE. IN THE MEANTIME, WE CAN 
(PRETEND TO) HAVE SOME FUN, WHILST 
ALWAYS STAYING WITHIN THE BOUNDS 
OF THE LAW AND NOT SEEKING ANY 
CHANGE APART FROM IN OUR DREAMS 
AND FANTASIES... CHANGE WILL 
HAPPEN ANYWAY, AND NO MATTER 
HOW STRONG ONE POWER THINKS IT IS, 
OTHERS WILL (EVENTUALLY) COME 
AFTER IT AND DEFEAT IT... UNTIL THE 
NEXT VICTORY AND DEFEAT... UNTIL... 


If there are any matters of Scientific Interest pertaining to the History of 
Ideas and Social Theory in general (not) Covered by P.K. and raised as 
matters of concern by Readers, I might deal with them on this Page, if 
they seem to be of great interest and it is appropriate to do so. [TIP #3: 
P.K.'s work, immediately or eventually, one way or another, must be 


ignored, sidelined or destroyed. It constitutes a unique privilege for a 
very limited number of people to partake of "the revealing of some, most 
or all of its secrets"] 

Science Requires Hard Work. Don't Expect Easy Answers to Difficult 
Questions and Complex Problems. 

I would be most grateful to anyone who points out any spelling and other 
such "typographical" mistakes, or any passages which are not 
understood even after several readings (Kondylis's texts, either in 
German or Greek, often require certain sentences or even paragraphs to 
be read a second or multiple times to be fully comprehended, so 
obviously or probably at least the same would apply to any faithful 
translation in another language. Moreover, Kondylis does not normally 
use multiple nouns, adjectives, whether in parentheses or not, etc. as I 
do in the translations simply because a German or Greek word Kondylis 
uses often denotes and or connotes more than one meaning in English, 
and I, in the translations, have placed a greater emphasis on faithfulness 
to the original texts than on English-language style. Personally, I made 
myself become a Style Councillor in Greek, not in English (which I 
respect, but do not love), i.e. I am a ij/nxiKO^, Siavoqxucot;, nvEupctxiKoq 
Kai auvaiaGqpaxiKoq IlaXivvoaxajv). 

For readers who write to me via aliases etc.: I have no problem with that, 
I would always respect your anonymity, but the internet allows those 
with the means, to find out information such as the real sender of an 
email... so don't (try to) be a "smart arse' or "wise guy"... if you write to 
me bona fide, I shall, if I have the time, answer bona fide... though I do 
have a (wicked) sense of humour... too!... (by the way, don't call or text 
me. I would only ever answer the phone if a IlaXaioXoYoq or a Kopvqvo^ 
was calling or texting, and stuff like dat, don't happen, no dey do not...). 


GET THIS THROUGH YOUR THICK HEADS!!! P.K.'s 
(strictly scientific) TEXTS, WORK AND THOUGHT DO 
NOT BELONG TO THE CENTRE, THE LEFT OR 
THE RIGHT, WHETHER 'EXTREME'' OR "MODERATE ", 
BECAUSE THEY ARE NON-NORMATIVE, DESCRIPTIVE 
AND EXPLANTORY, AND QUA SCIENCE, ABSOLUTELY 
NEUTRAL IN TERMS OF NORMATIVE VALUES, AND NO 


CHANGE OF ANY KIND, SORT OR FORM WHATSOEVER IS 
SOUGHT, EVER . 

"CONTRA OMNES" MEANS CONTRA OMNES... 

AND DON'T FORGET, EVEN IF YOU ARE INTELLIGENT 
OR RELATIVELY INTELLIGENT, YOU'LL STILL NEED AT 
LEAST A FEW YEARS TO GET A FAIRLY GOOD GRASP 
OF THE KONDYLISIAN MIND, AND IF YOU ARE 
SERIOUS, YOU'LL NEED A DECADE OR SO, INCL. TO 
LEARN GERMAN, ANCIENT GREEK AND LATIN, IF NOT 
FRENCH, ITALIAN AND SPANISH AS WELL. 


[ALMOST the FINAL TIP: In 2018, uploaded to YouTube are various talks, 
seminars, discussions about P.K. in Greek. Some of the speakers have studied 
P.K.'s work for decades and or even knew him personally. Most of those people 
are very intelligent, serious scholars, writers and thinkers. I was amazed at how 
much "crap" I heard!!! I'm quite sure if P.K. knew, he would die a second time 
from laughing too much!!! One of the sources for the various misinterpretations 
and misunderstandings is that Power and Decisioms not seen in the context of The 
Political and Man (e.g. discussion on Power and Decision focused on the founding 
of the polity!!!, when the book clearly states on the cover that it is about "the 
formation of world images and the question of values"!!!, not to mention it is 
completely overlooked that the book refers to three subjects of the decision: 
mankind, the group (in extremely different social and historical forms), and the 
individual, with the fundamental decision(s) of mankind taking place over many 
long and hard millennia, etc.. In other words, the collective dimension of 
thousands of years of human evolution is not even contemplated as the discussion 
devolves into (heated and passionate verbalisations and gesticulations as to) how 
much Schmitt was a Fascist, along with assertions of the "inviolability" of the 
notion of "humanity" and that friend/foe is simply grotesque (and not an 
absolute, trite social (-political) reality as P.K. demonstrated comprehensively 
in The Political and Man)!!! It is very clear to me, as someone who knows P.K.'s 
thought word by word, line by line, paragraph by paragraph, page by page, 
chapter by chapter, article by article, and book by book, like very few others, if 
anyone else (apart from two roughly contemporaries of P.K. somewhere in 
Germany who normally don't get involved in "academic discussions", and 
probably sit comfortably with a nice (wry) smile on their faces - my regards and 
love to them!), that lapsing into normative considerations and preferences is 
something nearly all people cannot get over, i.e. "spinning" matters in such a way 
as to take discussion to places that are absolutely irrelevant for P.K.. Apparently, 
it is simply too much to ask of people who have read Kondylis even for years and 
in detail and are "Professors" to stick to the textual meanings and overall 
context(s) of P.K.'s thought and the totality of his truly vast oeuvre!!! Dear-oh- 
dear! How much must the Dead be Laughing at Us Down Here!!! Absolutely 



Hilarious Stuff!!! Other assertions of Learned and or "Professorial" Madness 
include: that P.K.'s views of philosophy, the Enlightenment and May 1968 and the 
element of Space replacing Time in mass democracy as ideal type is wrong simply 
because they do not accord with certain normative-political views on how to best 
achieve "justice and democracy", without even so much as indicating where in 
P.K.'s argumentation there is any kind of logical or factual flaw!!!; that Darwin's 
evolutionary biology emphasises man's (and society's) survival strategy (in 
striving for his/its self-preservation) primarily of Friendship and co-operation 
rather than relations of domination (as if the former excludes the latter - in other 
words, P.K. demonstrably obvious fundamental position that all relations, co- 
operational and conflictual, involve relations of (forms of) power because society- 
culture-identity-meaning-understanding in reality cannot be separated from 
questions of power to begin with is NOT UNDERSTOOD AT ALL (by a Professor 
who has studied Aristotle and both Power and Decision, and, The Political and 
Man\\ \ Such blatant misunderstandings also go to the fundamental point P.K. 
makes that in wanting to save the "hope" for some kind of normative programme 
or hypostatisation such as "humanity" or "God" or "human rights" or "Equality" or 
"feeling sympathy or empathy for the plight of others" etc., etc., etc., normative 
thought, in a million and one ways, will do anything in argumentation to shorten 
or even abolish the inimical half of the social relation's spectrum, without ever 
being able to explain WHY on earth conflict, like co-operation, NEVER ceases to be 
a feature of all human societies. It is not understood at all, at the end of the day, 
that science qua science is not about being "nice" or "mean", but is about 
describing and explaining (if possible) and THAT IS ALL!!!); another common 
error is that because different individuals have different perspectives, it means 
something in terms of understanding reality other than the fact that different 
individuals have different perspectives - the fact that WE KNOW, that is we 
objectively know that different individuals have different perspectives, of itself 
PROVES that objective knowledge is possible, and that of course is conveniently 
overlooked to make P.K. seem "fuzzy like the rest of us" etc.. Well, to those of us 
who know, such argumentation is simply... argumentation of a Moron, because 
otherwise there would only be perspectives and no knowledge of reality which is 
scientifically (observationally, logically) verifiable, which, in turn, means that all 
perspectives and positions are equally valid... and out of thin air "it follows" that 
therefore whites should genocide themselves out of existence, or reduce their 
percentage of the overall population very significantly, by not being "racist"!!!, 
and a particular Group within its elites can exercise GROSSLY DISPROPOTIONATE 
forms of Power "without anyone noticing", while it plays its Satanic Circus 
Monkey Games of Divide and Conquer and being Nice and Humanitarian, whilst 
"not being racist" etc. {1} - How Brilliant and How Very Convenient!!!; even sillier, 
is the argument that in P.K.'s addenda to some of his books in Greek he displays 
his concern for Greece and its future and therefore engages in a paedagogical 
role. Again, a fundamental matter is not understood - science qua science strictly 
describes and explains, but man, i.e. no-one, not I, not you, not P.K., not Tarzan 
and not Jane, can live as Science. One can observe and explain as a scientist, but 
one has to live within the normative realm when dealing with other people when 
not engaged in science, i.e. one can choose to intervene in public, normative- 
political matters if one wants to, e.g. because of "existential bonds" or because of a 
preference for a particular ideology etc., and one can then present what one 



presents as realistically and as scientifically as possible if one chooses (all this is 
Max Weber 101, apart from being very clear in P.K. incl. "Science, Power and 
Decision"). There is even the assertion that P.K.'s view that "dignity" has no 
meaning accepted by everyone incl. in practice, which is patently obvious - show 
me how and where all over the world "dignity" is agreed upon as a meaning and 
acted upon in human-social-political interactions and I'll pull a Gold Mine out of 
my A**e!!! And yet the "Professor" insists that "luckily P.K. has been proven 
totally wrong that "dignity" is empty of meaning just because some U.N. Charter 
makes some claim which more than half the world can't agree upon in practice 
EVER!!! UNBELIEVABLE!!! So much are humans tied to their normative values, 
hopes and dreams that they simply can't do absolutely consistent science... and 
yet... It's not "rocket science", but time and again, commentators on P.K. don't 
seem to understand this at all. Most or all of these matters have been explicitly 
referred to by P.K. in his answers to 28 questions and in his works. Yet readers 
and commentators and "professors" continue to make the same mistakes time 
and time again... YAWN!!! BORING!!!). Given that my translations DEFINITELY 
require a thorough going over in terms of proofreading, editing and (stylistic) 
"improvement", and given that I am aware of most, if not all, of the seemingly 
"reasonable" objections to P.K. (we can leave aside the reactions of Simpletons, 
e.g. P.K. was a "fascist"; P.K. was a "Marxist", etc.), the best you can do, as a new 
reader in the English language, is to "shut up", think and wait. The Journey into 
P.K.'s thoughts world is so long that literally half to a whole lifetime is needed to 
perhaps get on top of things at least in part. This might be of use to you: at 14, P.K. 
was reading and appreciating Spinoza in Latin; when P.K. first went to Germany 
he did not know German. Within not much more than a few years he had 
produced a Ph.D. and book on Holderlin, Schelling and Hegel et al. in German, 
which still ranks as an unsurpassed reference book. So "chill out" and "take it 
easy". Everyone should know their place, just as I know mine. Koselleck talks 
about modesty. Think about it. (1: In case someone doesn't get it, science qua 
science could not care less about whether a particular race and or ethnos 
"genocide(s) itself/themselves out of existence" whilst the elites of a particular 
Group wield GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of power, but I, as a human 
being not fully engaged in science, do care about certain subjective matters of 
taste, as everyone does or most people do... On the other hand, everyone should 
and must abide by the law. I am not advocating any normative-political 
programme. I am just making scientific observations of facts (and not necessarily 
of causality) with certain "matter of taste"/subjective/aesthetic colourings, 
figures of speech,...}] 

{{ This is why there is no point in dealing with “commentators and 
interpreters” - further mostly angry ranting and ravins about mostly 
IMBECILES re: talks, seminars, lectures on YouTube re: P.K.: 

Prof: X????????? wants to show that there is no unbridgeable chasm between 
the ethical and the political = what he is saying is that he is going to talk for 
roughly twenty minutes about how he can “spin” things to show P.K. was not 
right on at least some key matters, by totally ignoring what “ultimate reality” is, 



and by ignoring inconvenient empirical reality = SOMETHING THAT ALL 
“COMMENTATORS AND INTERPRETERS AND PROFESSORS” 
ALWAYS DO, as well as focusing discussion on P.K. and Nietzsche, when 
Nietzsche at best is only marginal in P.K.’s fundamental “philosophical” 
positions - AND NOTWITHSTANDING P.K. REPEATED A NUMBER OF 
TIMES THAT THE KEY = HISTORY, I.E. THE STUDY OF HISTORY, I.E. 
THUCYDIDES AND MACHIAVELLI (CONZE, KOSELLECK, ARON, ET 
AL.) AND A BROAD KNOWLEDGE OF HISTORY IN GENERAL... 
LEADING TO AN ANALYSIS OF POWER, IDENTITY, CULTURE, ETC.,... 
AND NOT E.G. FOCUSING ON NIETZSCHE (WHOM WE CONNECT 
WITH NATIONAL SOCIALISM, WHILST TOTALLY IGNORING THE 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE POWER OF THE ELITES OF 
ANOTHER GROUP, AS ALWAYS WITH RETARDED “PROFESSORS”... 
BECAUSE WHAT WE WANT TO DO IS REITERATE KANTIAN 
NORMATIVISM, IN BRIDGING THE CHASM BETWEEN IS AND 
OUGHT, AND END UP AT A NON-SCIENTIFIC NORMATIVE 
PROGRAMME SO WE CAN AVOID “NATIONAL SOCIALISM” WHILST 
SAYING NOTHING ABOUT OTHER CRYSTALLISATIONS OF POWER 
SUCH AS THOSE OF THE ELITE OF A GROUP WHICH YIELDS 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER IN CERTAIN 
COUNTRIES, ETC., ETC., ETC.,... YAWN!!! BORING!!! THE SAME 
THING AGAIN AND AGAIN AND AGAIN... TOTAL “PROFESSORIAL” 
RETARDISM... And of course all sorts of sophistry ensues in respect of 
attempting to decouple Reason from Power so Kant’s Practical Reason, 
Categorical Imperative etc. can be “saved” and P.K. rebutted etc., since God, 
and Ethics, and Norms are “saved, rescued, confirmed” for our own normative 
purposes. IT GOES WITHOUT SAYING THAT A SMALL POINT IS 
FORGOTTEN: WHY IS IT THAT EMPIRICAL REALITY KEEPS ON 
CONFIRMING THAT ALL SOCIAL-HUMAN RELATIONS ARE 
RELATIONS OF FORMS OF POWER BETWEEN CO-OPERATION AND 
CONFLICT OR BETWEEN THE POLES OF FRIEND-FOE SPECTRUM? 

It is really BORING, to hear the same thing AGAIN AND AGAIN AND 
AGAIN... and that’s what “Professors” DO... and that’s why it’s much easier to 
SHOUT OUT LOUD AND SAY TO THEM A BIG “FUCK YOU”!!! 



BECAUSE LIFE IS TOO SHORT TO GO OVER THE SAME STUFF, 

AGAIN AND AGAIN AND AGAIN... I’D RATHER LISTEN TO MUSIC, 
READ SOME POETRY, WATCH A MOVIE OR DREAM OF GOING 
HOME... or spending time with my Angel... 

YES, THAT’S IT, RETARD, IN THE FINAL ANALYSIS ALL YOUR 
HUMAN RIGHTS BULLSHIT (NOBODY IS SAYING - STANDING IN THE 
SHOES OF A NON-ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENT SCIENTIFIC 
OBSERVER - THAT REAL, CONCRETE CIVIL RIGHTS AREN'T WORTH 
HAVING...) AND PRECIOUS NORMS, FROM A STRICTLY 
ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENT SCIENTIFIC (NORMATIVELY VALUE- 
NIHILIST) POINT OF VIEW, ARE EXACTLY “AESTHETIC 
PREFERENCES, i.e. MATTERS OF TASTE” - BECAUSE IF THEY 
WEREN’T, YOU’D DEVISE AND IMPLEMENT THE “ULTIMATE 
SCHEME” TO SAVE HUMANITY... OR YOU WOULD HAVE OBJECTIVE 
UNIVERSAL CRITERIA FOR BEAUTY ETC.... WHICH OBVIOUSLY 
EMPIRICAL REALITY TELLS US, DOES NOT APPLY!!! YOU POWER- 
HUNGRY ANIMAL WHO WANTS TO TELL OTHERS WHAT TO LIKE 
OR DISLIKE, HOW THEY SHOULD ACT AND THINK... YAWN!!! 
BORING!!! 

IT’S ONE THING TO SUGGEST THE BEST WAY TO ACHIEVE SOCIAL 
COHESION FOR THE SOCIETY YOU LIVE IN, AND WHAT THE 
DOMINANT VALUES AND TASTES SHOULD BE, AND ANOTHER 
THING TO ENGAGE IN ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENT SCIENCE, DUMB 
FUCKING RETARDED “PROFESSOR”... FUCKING ANNOYING 
MORON... 

BEING BEYOND FRIEND AND FOE, RETARD, MEANS SCIENTIFIC 
OBSERVATION DESCRIBING AND EXPLAINING WHAT IS AND NOT 
"ADVISING" WHAT TO DO... AND ALSO DOES NOT MEAN WE HAVE 
TO ACCEPT YOUR ETHICISED VIEW OF THE WORLD PER SE, JUST 
BECAUSE YOU SAY SO, DUMB FUCKING SPASTIC!!! - AND SINCE 
THE ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENT SCIENTIFIC OBSERVER DOES NOT 
CARE WHETHER YOU AGREE WITH HIM OR NOT, UNLESS YOU 
ACTUALLY CORRECT HIM BY PROVING TO HIM HIS ERROR IN 



REGARD TO EMPIRICAL REALITY OR LOGIC, THEN HE IS BEYOND 
FRIEND AND FOE AS TO NORMS (THOUGH IF WE PLAY WITH 
WORDS HE IS STILL THE FOE OF ALL NORMATIVE POSITIONS, 
WHILST NOT ADVOCATING ANY NORMATIVE POSITION HIMSELF)... 
EXACTLY THAT!!! 

(As far as I know Carl Schmitt did not expressly say Friend-Foe belongs to the 
Social, even if he wrote it belongs to “all fields” and not just to “the political” = 
REQUIRES FURTHER RESEARCH, smart-arse “Professor”, as to context and 
what Schmitt ACTUALLY MEANT... of course we cannot but refer to Levinas 
and his book on totality/infinity!!! HAHAHAHAHA!!! IT ALWAYS HAS TO 
BE OR AT LEAST INCLUDE ONE OF THEM!!! FUCK YOU, FUCKING 
MORON!!! No-one is saying that the Commandment “DO NOT/THOU 
SHALL NOT MURDER” is not a good way to live in society, BUT REALITY, 
PRESENT AND HISTORICAL, TELLS US IT CAN NEVER 
EVER EVER APPLY UNIVERSALLY AND FOREVER, i.e. from the point of 
view of SCIENCE AS OBSERVATION OF EMPIRICAL REALITY, 
FUCKING IDIOT!!!) 

There is no fucking “ethical nucleus” to P.K.'s thought (in the normative sense), 
fucking idiot... if one is alive, and continues living and one does science then 
that’s what one does... without pushing any kind of values or ethical 
programme... the fact that one lives and one must live with values as a human- 
social being, does not mean that science as non-normative, value-free 
observation cannot be done... so AGAIN, AROUND AND AROUND AND 
AROUND WE GO!!! 

PRELIMINARY CONCLUSION: The job of a “Professor” is to TALK SHIT, 
CONFUSE AND MISLEAD EVERYONE (who, the reality is, simply “don’t 
know”, “are not sure” since they have never put in AND HAVE the TIME, i.e. 
years of STUDY, to confirm P.K.’s theses for themselves) and “COME OUT 
ON TOP” because he has just TALKED SHIT, CONFUSED AND MISLEAD 
EVERYONE... at the end of the day, all that the TALKING SHIT does is 
confirms P.K.’s basic position that the impulse of self-preservation and of 
extension of one’s own power kicks in, and hardly anyone with their own EGO 
will ever accept that someone’s else’s work is (near) PERFECT, so they have to 



“FIND WAYS” to undermine it, to BOOST THEMSELVES, EVEN THOUGH 
TIME AND TIME AGAIN, EMPIRICAL REALITY AND LOGICAL 
CONSISTENCY CONFIRMS ALL OF P.K.’s FUNDAMENTAL 
POSITIONS... HAHAHAHAHA!!! 

SO EVEN IF P.K.’s WORK CIRCULATED IN THE ENGLISH SPEAKING 
WORLD, MONKEY, MONKEY, SATAN, SATAN, SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY!!! HAHAHAHAHA!!! AGAIN AND AGAIN AND AGAIN... (and 
of course the Satanic Circus Monkey exists in all societies with all sorts of 
different axiological and aesthetical content, BUT from the point of view of 
Hellenism vis-a-vis today’s (Zio-)USA-led state of affairs, I “propose or 
preach” a particular totally subjective version... though I do not mean any kind 
of normative-political-ideological programme whatsoever... OTHERS WILL 
DO ALL OF THAT,... AND A LOT MORE!!!) [Ethically speaking, most 
“normal” people will agree that National Socialism is a very BAD IDEA and 
REGIME etc., but DON’T TELL ME SMART ARSE that International Usury, 
International Markets, (Zio-)American Imperialism HAVE NOT been involved 
either very INDIRECTLY or EVEN DIRECTLY in all sorts of OPPRESSION 
and even VIOLENCE against INNOCENTS!!! AND THAT APPLIES EVEN 
IF YOU USE WORDS OTHER THAN "ZIO-" OR “INTERNATIONAL” OR 
“USURY” OR “MARKETS” OR “IMPERIALISM” TO MEAN THE SAME 
THINGS!!! FUCKING RETARDS!!! AND NO, WE’RE NOT EQUATING 
ANYTHING WITH ANYTHING, FUCKING MORONS!!! ALL SOCIAL 
PHENOMENA HAVE THEIR CONCRETE EXISTENCE IN CONCRETE 
CIRCUMSTANCES OF VARIOUS FORMS OF RELATIONS OF POWER 
AS VARIOUS FORMS OF SOCIAL RELATIONS, INCL. THE 
POLITICAL... AND THAT IS HOW THEY ARE EXAMINED 
SCIENTIFICALLY... FUCKING IDIOTS - CONCRETELY RE: CONCRETE 
SITUATIONS IN TIME AND PLACE...!!! And just because, from one point of 
view, or the view of the West or... you are the “better” of two or many 
“EVILS”, it does not mean that HanMan is going to agree or ApeMan as 
ANOMIE WILL JUST LIE DOWN, FUCKING RETARDS!!! NOR am I 
saying things would be better if someone else LIKE HAN-MAN OR APE- 
MAN OR “COMMUNISM” “rules the world”... FUCKING CRETINS!!!... 
HAVE YOU EVER LOOKED AT YOURSELVES IN THE MIRROR AND 





NOTICED HOW FUCKING REPULSIVELY UGLY YOU ARE? IDO IT 
EVERY DAY RE: MYSELF. AND FT WORKS WONDERS IN KEEPING 
ONE’S MIND ALERT AND PREPARED FOR SCIENTIFIC ANALYSIS OF 
HUMAN-SOCIAL-RELATED PHENOMENA...1 

There really is no point in engaging with people who just want to “engage” for 
the sake of promoting their own EGOs, whilst ignoring and or misconstruing 
words said by P.K. and empirical reality. 

Prof: F??????? does a much better job than the IDIOT above (as nice as the 
IDIOT above might seem to be), by sticking to facts, being descriptive, 
emphasising the importance of intermediate historical-social periods when the 
DOMINANT NORMS are not so SOLID, and therefore thinkers appear who 
can put forward ideas which tend towards value nihilism etc.. Polemics, which 
exists in the positive/natural and the social sciences too, is always in some way 
or another about power... Machiavelli = don’t confuse reality with the 
appearance of reality = the bullshit/spin/ideologems/ ideologies of those who 
wield real, tangible forms of POWER etc... (from Machiavelli to Hobbes, 
Spinoza, La Mettrie, de Sade, Nietzsche... as those who (tacitly or expressly) 
saw or almost fully saw the relatively of values... I’d add Hume...)... and there is 
some appealing discussion on Machiavelli and forms of power e.g. direct 
domination incl. violence vs. the guile/spin/bullshit/conniving of getting the 
people conquered to believed what is happening to them is for their own good 
etc. (sounds familiar... HAHAHAHAHA!!!)... e.g. the UN, EU, “human rights” 
internationalist/ universalistic positions... and we can add the “undying 
nation/ethnos/race” etc., etc., etc.,... have no power per se but are all instruments 
in the hands of the powerful... etc.,... discussion of Machiavelli and internal 
relations of power, i.e. internal to the Republic (with notions of justice and 
injustice etc.), where the Hegemon should have the support of the people, and 
not necessarily act violently and or by imposing himself as in the case of (some) 
international relations etc.,... whereas the Empire internally is not favoured by 
Machiavelli... = his overall relatively local patriotism... Of course, P.K. does not 
follow the great Machiavelli on all points re: power because P.K.’s work is 
more focused on social-ontological aspects fully fleshed out, whereas 




Machiavelli touches upon the social-ontological/anthropological, and not 
infrequently,... but with a narrower localised-patriotic-sociological emphasis as 
well... Machiavelli took a lot from Aristotle, incl. from the ?5 th book, + Roman 
history... with a humanistic emphasis... as well as underlining social conflict 
internally between plebs and patricians etc.,... so the governing classes tend to 
think at one level in non-normative as non-ethical terms like the objective 
theoretician and observer, with a focus on relations of power (and with all the 
ideological bullshit spun to the people), whereas the people are more inclined to 
conflating and mixing politics and ethics etc.,... Machiavelli held that it is better 
for a Republic to have an armed people than to rely on mercenaries etc., but that 
an armed people = less of an opportunity for a Tyrant... the more just state (as in 
justice), is the strongest state = according to this line of thinking (of course, one 
could not say it applies always and everywhere, but it was the Florentine’s line 
of thought at that time)... for Machiavelli, justice does not necessarily always 
mean power (whereas Spinoza saw more deeply...), but held that interest, self- 
interest make justice and power overlap... so in reality Spinoza got closer to the 
ultimate reality in more direct, but very indirect! language it would seem at first 
instance... all human relations = forms of power... BUT TFIEN AGAIN 
MACHIAVELLI’S INSERTION OF “INTERESTS” REALLY AMOUNTS 
TO SAYING THE SAME THING ROUGHLY IN OTHER TERMS... so P.K. 
not in full agreement with Machiavelli always BUT I SAY - BIG SHIT, at the 
end of the day the GREAT FLORENTINE recognised the centrality of forms of 
Power and even if he did not fully flesh them all out and mixed up descriptive 
analysis with normative action etc., the main points were made in a seminal for 
the history of ideas fashion... Prof, F******* FUCKS UP at the end when he 
says P.K. was not true to his non-normative descriptive-non-normative self by 
taking an interest in Greek affairs. AS I HAVER REPEATED OVER AND 
OVER, IT IS ONE THING TO DO A FULLY SCIENTIFIC ANALYSIS, AND 
ANOTHER THING TO RECOGNISE ONE’S EXISTENTIAL BONDS AND 
TO SUGGEST A NORMATIVE PROGRAM OF ACTION FOR ONE’S 
GROUP BASED ON REALISM AS MACHIAVELLI DID OR IMPLIED 
WITH HIS PATRIOTISM, AND AS P.K. ALSO DID... The one does not 
contradict the other, if one is CLEAR about what one is doing... e.g. as a 
scientist I describe and explain the relations between Greece and Turkey 



dispassionately and objectively, but as a GREEK I suggest that the Greek State 
and Greek People do a, b, c, d, and e to combat Turkey as a Foe etc.,... I really 
don’t understand why the Professor doesn’t get it... there is no danger of P.K.’s 
descriptive, non-normative stance becoming ideological if the empirical 
evidence and logical consistency are air-tight in the analysis done... it is a 
separate matter if P.K. also chooses to make normative suggestions for the 
benefit of e.g. Greece and Greeks... which the fucking imbeciles totally 
IGNORE... 

Prof. X. is unbelievable... if FUCK-FACE there is a normative-ethical 
presumption to all thought inch P.K.’s descriptive decisionism, and if 
“parasitical consumption” is not descriptive but a value judgement re: good and 
bad, when “parasitical consumption” ideal-typically describes group behaviour 
at a sociological-historical level compared to other behaviours [[P.K. actually 
gives an explanation of how he uses "parasitic(al)" in the Addendum to the 
Greek edition of Planetary Politics...]], then WHAT YOU ARE ACTUALLY 
SAYING, DICKHEAD, IS THAT THERE CANNOT BE SCIENTIFIC 
OBSERVATION AND THEN WE CAN THEREFORE ALL MAKE 
EVERYTHING UP AS WE PLEASE... AND THAT WAY, EVERYONE 
SHOULD CHOOSE “MY” FUNDAMENTAL NORMATIVE POSITIONS!!! 
FUCKING RETARD... AGAIN, THROUGH ENDLESS DISCUSSION AND 
OBFUSCATION, YOU MISS THE POINT - EITHER REALITY CAN BE 
DESCRIBED TO A CERTAIN DEGREE, OR IT CANNOT!!! AND IF IT 
CANNOT, THEN WHAT THE FUCK ARE WE TALKING ABOUT??? 
WHETHER YOUR VALUES ARE BETTER THAN MINE??? AND THAT’S 
EXACTLY WHAT YOU WANT, TO DEFEND PARTICULAR VALUES AS 
LEO STRAUSS WANTED TO DEFEND “LIBERALISM” AGAINST 
SCHMITTIAN “TOTALITARIANISM”... WHEN SCIENCE AS 
SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION SAYS: I COULD NOT GIVE A FUCK 
WHETHER IT IS LIBERALISM OR TOTALITARIANISM, I JUST 
DESCRIBE AND EXPLAIN WHAT IS, IF I CAN DO ITU! 

Prof X: “at the core of P.K.’s thought is an ethical element”... YAWN... 
again the SAME BULLSHIT... there is a stance of doing scientific 
observation which you can call ethical because it values doing science but 


IT IS NON-NORMATIVE!!! WHAT DON’T YOU FUCKING 
UNDERSTAND??? WHERE IN POWER AND DECISION , OR IN THE 
POLITICAL AND MAN , OR IN THE DECLINE... OR IN CONSERVATISM , 

OR IN MONTESQUIEU OR IN THE TWO HISTORIES OF 
IDEAS/PHILOSOPHY ETC. IS THERE A NORMATIVE POSITION, 
FUCKING IMBECILE???!!! THE ISSUE OF WHAT GREECE SHOULD DO 
IF SHE WANTS TO SURVIVE IS ANOTHER MATTER, FUCKING 
RETARD!!! 

AND PROF. X. FUCK-FACE THEN ACCUSES P.K. OF DOING WHAT IS 
EASY IN STRIKING OUT AT EVERYONE BY LEVELING ALL SIDES... 
WELL THAT IS THE POSITION OF SCIENCE!!! - YOU, YOU FUCKING 
CRETIN, CAN’T HANDLE THAT SCIENCE DOES NOT CARE ABOUT 
ANY CONTENT AS TO NORMATIVE VALUES AND AESTHETICS... 

YOU HAVE THE PROBLEM FUCKING IDIOT, BECAUSE YOU WANT 
TO WIELD POWER OVER OTHERS’ THOUGHT LIKE POLITICIANS, 
JOURNALISTS AND THE MASS MEDIA AND TEACHERS AND 
ACADEMICS ET AL. DO ON A DAILY BASIS FUCKING IDIOT!!! 
WHEREAS SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION ACTUALLY SAYS “I DON’T 
GIVE A FUCK WHAT YOU BELIEVE IN OR WANT” -1 JUST DESCRIBE 
AND EXPLAIN... AGAIN THE SAME SHIT... AGAIN AND AGAIN AND 
AGAIN... THE IDIOT EVEN ADMITS HE IS A LIBERAL AND AGREES 
WITH RAWLS ETC.,... LOOK, THAT’S FINE, BUT IT’S NOT SCIENCE 
FUCKING IMBECILE!!! (AND NEITHER DOES PROF. FUCK-FACE EVER 
SAY ANYTHING SURPRISE, SURPRISE ABOUT GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE ACCUMULATIONS OF POWER OF THE ELITES 
OF A CERTAIN GROUP IN CERTAIN COUNTRIES - HAHAHAHAHA!!! 
FUCKING IDIOT!!!... YOU, LIKE THE REST OF YOU, HAVE 
ABSOLUTELY NO CREDIBILITY WHATSOEVER!!!)... 

SO. PROF. X????????? REFERS TO HEIDEGGER AND “THAT WHICH IS 
NOT THOUGHT” IS “GREAT” ETC. = THE FRONT DOOR, NOT THE 
BACK, FOR IDEOLOGICAL BULLSHIT ARTISTS!!!... THIS IS THE CRUX 
OF THE PROBLEM WITH ALL “PROFESSIONAL” PHILOSOPHERS - 
THEY GO AROUND, AROUND, AROUND, IN CIRCLES AND ALWAYS 






TEND TO FORGET AND IGNORE EMPIRICAL REALITY... THEIR 
PROBLEM IS EMPIRICAL REALITY, AND THAT IS WHY WE HAVE 
RECOURSE TO “THAT WHICH IS NOT THOUGHT” AND OTHER 
BULLSHIT... THAT’S THE CRUX OF THE MATTER... 

(I AM NOT IN A POSITION TO CHECK WHETHER PROF. X?’S 
STATEMENT THAT WHAT P.K. WRITES ABOUT KANT IS BULL-DUST 
(«slvai va xpaf3g<; xd paMid aoo») BUT I DOUBT VERY MUCH, WITHOUT 
BEING ABSOLUTELY SURE BECAUSE I HAVEN'T CHECKED IT, THAT 
THERE’S ANYTHING IN WHAT HE IS SAYING BECAUSE GENERALLY 
HE HAS NEXT TO NO CREDIBILITY WHEN HE "CRITIQUES" P.K. 
SINCE ALL HE IS REALLY DOING IS TRYING TO DEFEND HIS OWN 
NORMATIVE POSITIONS AND PREFERENCES, LIKES, ETC., THOUGH 
IT CAN BE CHECKED OUT, I SUPPOSE, IF WE EVER FIND THE TIME... 
HE EVEN TRIED TO INTRODUCE KANTIAN REFLEXIVITY ETC. INTO 
THE SCHMITT ARTICLE’S USE OF THE CONCEPT OF DECISIONISM - 
FURTHER SMOKESCREEN BULLSHIT TO MAKE HIMSELF SEEM 
USEFUL AND PROFOUND...) 

PROF F??????? who says that P.K. did not tell us what the counter-position to 
descriptive decisionism is... -1 SAY: P.K.’s non-normative descriptive thought 
is a counter-position to normative thought... IT’S NOT FUCKING ROCKET 
SCIENCE!!! HOW FUCKING DUMB CAN “PROFESSORS” BE? - VERY 
FUCKING DUMB (EVEN THE GOOD OR AT LEAST BETTER ONES)... 

OF COURSE ALL DECISIONS ARE RELATIVE, EVEN P.K’S... NO-ONE 
APPEARING OUT OF NOWHERE, OUT OF NATURE, OUT OF A 
PHANTASM, ETC., TELLS US THAT WE SHOULD A PRIORI BE 
DESCRIPTIVE, JUST AS THEY DON’T TELL US WE SHOULD BE 
LIBERALS OR FASCISTS ETC.,... AGAIN, IT’S NOT ROCKET SCIENCE.. 

THE ONTOLOGICAL LEVEL OF THE GROUP = SOCIETY with its own 
historical major and minor DECISIONS, PRE-EXISTS, AND THEN 
INDIVIDUALS WITHIN OR IN RELATION TO THE GROUP TAKE 
POSITIONS... 

THAT’S ALL THERE IS TO IT - THERE IS NO LOGICAL 
CONTRADICTION OR INHERENT NORMATIVE POSITIONING PER SE.. 




THOSE WHO WANT TO PARTICIPATE IN RULING OTHERS, DO X, Y, 
AND Z AND GROUP THEMSELVES WITH A, B, AND C, ETC.,... and 
THOSE FEW WHO WANT TO ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENTLY 
DESCRIBE AND EXPLAIN TO THE EXTENT THEY CAN, HAVE TO 
DESIST FROM NORMS AND DESCRIBE AND EXPLAIN - THAT’S IT !!! 

YOU MAKE IT COMPLICATED BECAUSE YOU WANT TO UNDERMINE 
P.K. IN ORDER TO SLIP IN YOUR NORMATIVE PROGRAMME WITHIN 
THE ETHICAL AND POLITICAL SPHERE, AND OR SIMPLY OUT OF 
YOUR OWN EGOS TO “DEFEAT” P.K. WHEN YOU CAN’T... THAT’S 
ALL THERE IS TO IT!!! HAHAHAHAHAHA!!! 

THEN YOU GET ANOTHER RETARDED “PROFESSOR” ASKING 
ABOUT “TRUST” - NO-ONE EVER SAID FUCKING RETARD THAT 
THERE IS NO CO-OPERATION OR TRUST IN SOCIETIES... BUT THE 
ONLY THEORY WHICH CONSISTENTLY EXPLAINS THAT THERE IS 
ALSO MISTRUST AND CONFLICT, FUCKING MORON, IS P.K.’S 
BECAUSE IT DOES SO FOR ALL SOCIETIES - REGARDLESS 
WHETHER CO-OPERATION AND TRUST WORK OR OPERATE 99% OF 
THE TIME OR 60% OF THE TIME ETC.,... YOU FUCKING SPASTICS 
MIX YOUR VALUES IN WITH QUANTITIES AND CANNOT MAKE THE 
NECESSARY QUALITATIVE-EPISTEMOLOGICAL DISTINCTIONS, AND 
THAT’S WHY YOU WILL FOREVER BE RETARDS!!! - AS NICE OR 
PLEASANT AS YOU ARE AS INDIVIDUALS... Prof X? was right about 
referring to the object!vised decision and that Friend-Foe deals with the 
complete spectrum of behaviours and involves Recognition e.g. to have a group 
of Friends with trust etc. we need to know who the common Foe is, and that 
often or far more often occurs than on the simplistic basis of physical 
annihilation of the Foe etc., since Recognition etc. ties into culture and identity 
and meaning etc., with their non-physical aspects and magnitudes... 

At the end of the session a much loved ethno-patriot gets up to talk SHIT, 
saying just as Marx can’t get his Is from Ought, so too Ought cannot be 
separated from Is... which really ultimately means that we cannot describe 
reality and that anyone can say whatever he, she or it wants to... SAME OLD 
PROBLEM... EITHER WE OBJECTIVELY CAN DESCRIBE WHAT 



REALITY IS TO THE EXTENT POSSIBLE (koiioi to 5i)vai6v!!! yes, that’s 
what it is... to the extent possible...) OR WE CAN’T... THE FACT THAT YOU 
WANT A PRIORI TO BUILD YOUR ETHICS OR NORMS INTO 
SCIENTIFIC THOUGHT IS NOT SCIENCE’S PROBLEM, BUT YOUR 
PROBLEM, AND THAT IS THAT!!! (Society names a Cup a Cup. When I say 
that it is a cup I am scientifically describing it. When Gonzo breaks the cup and 
I explain that Gonzo broke the cup, again I am doing non-normative, value-free 
science - that's all there is to it!!! THE FACT THAT SOCIETY called it a cup 
and not a puc, is neither here nor there, it was done before I arrived in this world 
or it is done for another object during my lifetime by people using a particular 
new term etc.,... all this just confirms that the ultimate reality is a NOTHING, 
abstractly contemplated, but that all concrete humans must relate to concrete 
society... whether they like it or not, etc.,...). 

LOOK, ALL THOUGHT IS IDEOLOGICAL IN THE SENSE THAT ALL 
HUMANS MUST LIVE IN SOCIETIES WITH IDEOLOGEMS, 

IDEOLOGIES ETC., BUT WHEN ONE DOES STRICT SCIENCE THEN 
ONE IS DOING IDEATIONAL THINKING... BECAUSE ONE IS NOT 
NORMATIVELY TELLING PEOPLE WHAT THEY SHOULD DO... IN 
THAT SENSE NON-NORMATIVE SCIENTIFIC THOUGHT IS NON- 
IDEOLOGICAL FOR IT IS NON-NORMATIVE... AND IS PROVED BY 
FACT AND LOGICAL CONSISTENCY... AND THAT IS THAT!!! 

At the End of the Day, whether we agree about what Science and Scientific 
Description is or NOT - IT MAKES NO DIFFERENCE... societies, groups, 
individuals in THE REAL WORLD OF DAILY LIFE PROCEED 
OTHERWISE AND THE RELATIVELY STRONGER PREVAIL UNTIL 
THEY ARE KNOCKED OFF THEIR PERCH BY OTHERS... AND IT 
NEVER ENDS... EVEN THOUGH SOME GROUPS END, i.e. CEASE TO 
EXIST, (MUCH) SOONER THAN OTHERS... 

TIME NOW FOR MUSIC, READING, MOVIES, GOING HOME, AND MY 
ANGEL... EVERYONE ELSE NOT IN MY TRIBE CAN GO AND GET 
FUCKED!!! HAHAHAHAHAHA!!!! (AND SAME TO ME TOO, FROM 
YOU!!!)... THAT’S THE ULTIMATE REALITY AS MEANINGLESSNESS 
GIVEN MEANING.. }} 



[[And another thing! (There's always "another thing", 
HAHAHAHAHA!!!): Prof, of "Philosophy"/RETARD X????????? above, 
does make many correct observations - obviously the point of this page is to 
highlight the points of contention, and he did point out, absolutely 
correctly, that P.K. himself acknowledged that the ABSOLUTELY 
CONSISTENT STANCE of a value-nihilist would be to do nothing, which 
in effect would mean, wait to die, but we all know that the Buddha found 
out that that was "not very smart", or in other words, went against the 
drive/urge/impulse of self-preservation, so in the case of P.K. the purpose of 
engaging in ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENT SCIENCE is essentially to 
PROVOKE OTHERS, because (nearly all of) THE OTHERS are too busy 
with their normative fantasies and programmes and exceedingly WET 
DREAMS... to engage in what P.K. engaged in like no-one else in the 
History of Ideas... ELSEWHERE on this Site - YOU HAVE TO FIND IT, 
IT'S NOT CONVENIENTLY LOCATED! -1 briefly discuss the few points 
where P.K. might have "got it wrong", and even then, it's very doubtful he 
got anything substantively wrong, because his wording was always so 
careful...]] 

[ HERE WE GO AGAIN!!! RE: P.K. AND YOUTUBE... 

SO NEXT WE HAVE ANOTHER PROF. RETARD TALKING ABOUT P.K.'S 
"SIMPLISTIC" METHOD AND "REDUCTIONISM" ETC. BECAUSE WHAT THIS 
PROF'S TASK IS, IS TO SAVE NORMS FROM THEIR RELATIVISATION. THIS 
KIND OF ACADEMIC RETARDISM NEVER ENDS, IT'LL ALWAYS BE THERE, 
BECAUSE THESE RETARDS DO NOT SERVE SCIENCE BUT SERVE 
THEMSELVES AND THEIR POSITIONS AND WANT TO APPEAR "USEFUL" 

TO SOCIETY- 

REALITY ITSELF, WHICH IS VERY COMPLICATED AND FULL OF ALL SORTS 
OF DOMINANT NORMS THROUGHOUT ALL OF HISTORY, WHICH OFTEN 
CONTRADICT ONE ANOTHER!!!! HAHAHAHAHA ALWAYS ANSWERS SUCH 
"ACADEMIC" RETARDISM. 

WHICHEVER WAY YOU GO, RETARDS, NO MATTER HOW "SOPHISTICATED 
AND NUANCED" YOUR ARGUMENTATION, YOU CANNOT EVER, EVER, 
EVER, GET OVER THE HURDDLE OF 

A] THE EXISTENCE THROUGHOUT ALL OF HISTORY HITHERTO OF 
INNUMERABLE DOMINANT NORMS AND VALUES AND OTHER CLUSTERS 
OF VALUES, IF NOT SO RELATIVELY DOMINANT, 




B] ALL SOCIETIES HAVE FORMS OF CONFLICT, PLUS THE CO-OPERATION 
(AND ALONG WITH THAT, ALL SOCIETIES HAVE ELEMENTS OF EQUALITY 
AND HIERARCHY - NOTWITHSTANDING THAT THE DEGREE AND 
QUANTITY AND OTHER ASPECTS OF EQUALITY AND HIERARCHY CAN 
AND DO VARY GREATLY]... 

(TIME FOR A JOKE - IF "GREEKS" INCL. "GREEK PROFESSORS" CAN BE SO 
RETARDED, CAN YOU IMAGINE WHAT THE OTHER TRIBAL WARRIORS OF 
THAT OTHER TRIBE WOULD DO??? WHO IN THEIR RIGHT MIND WOULD 
EVER WANT TO DEAL WITH THEM? - BECAUSE ON TOP OF ALL THE 
"SOPHISTICATED AND NUANCED" RETARDISM, THEY ARE SO 
DISGUSTINGLY UGLY TO LOOK AT, SUBJECTIVELY SEEN OF COURSE, THAT 
IT WOULD BE ABSOLUTELY UNBEARABLE - AND THE SAME APPLIES TO 
MOST ENGLISHMEN AND GERMANS FROM MY POINT OF VIEW AS A 
MATTER OF TASTE (TOTALLY SUBJECTIVE OF COURSE]...]... 

NEXT, THERE IS REFERENCE TO LEO STRAUSS'S NOTES IN HIS 
COLLECTED WORKS AND THE IMPLICATION THAT SCHMITT MEANT 
FRIEND/FOE RE: THE POLITICAL BUT ALSO RE: CULTURE. AGAIN, IF ALL 
THIS IS THE CASE, I STILL CANNOT SEE WHERE THERE IS A CLEAR 
THEORISATION OF THE SOCIAL (WHICH OF COURSE EFFECTIVELY IS 
TANTAMOUNT TO CULTURE], AND THE POLITICAL BY EITHER SCHMITT 
OR STRAUSS (THIS OBVIOUSLY REQUIRES FURTHER INVESTIGATION]... 

IN OTHER WORDS, IN THE POLITICAL AND MAN (WHICH IS P.K.'S MAIN OR 
MOST REPRESENTATIVE WORK AND NOT POWER AND DECISION AS THE 
SEMI-RETARDED SPEAKER THINKS], BOTH THE SOCIAL AND THE 
POLITICAL ARE FULLY OR AT LEAST COMPARATIVELY THEORISED, AND I 
CANNOT SEE - UNLESS IT IS PROVEN TO THE CONTRARY AND NOT JUST 
ALLEGED - WHERE SCHMITT OR LEO STRAUSS "GOT INTO" THE 
THEORETICAL DETAILS RE: THE SOCIAL/CULTURE AND THE POLITICAL... 
AGAIN, WHAT IS HAPPENING IS THAT RETARDED "PROFESSORS" ETC. 
CAN'T HANDLE THAT SCIENCE MEANS NO FUCKING NORMATIVE VALUES, 
NO FUCKING NORMS PER SE... THAT'S WHAT SCIENCE IS, INTER ALIA OF 
COURSE, AND THAT'S WHAT PEOPLE, UNDERSTANDABLY, CAN'T 
HANDLE... (I NOTE THAT LEO STRAUSS, WHO IN MANY WAYS IS THE 
TRIBAL WARRIOR PAR EXCELLENCE, LIKE BUBER ET AL., IS WORTHY OF 
AT LEAST SOME RESPECT (LIKE SCHMITT]... I SEE A LOT THAT IS WORTH 
NOTING IN LEO STRAUSS (AND SCHMITT], UNLIKE IN MOST "POLITICAL 
PHILOSOPHERS" OVERALL...] 

IT SEEMS TO ME THAT THE PROBLEM LIES IN THE FACT THAT PEOPLE 
CAN'T UNDERSTAND THAT EVERY SOCIETY'S ABSOLUTE NECESSITY OF 
HAVING AN OUGHT, DOES NOT MEAN THAT THE POSITION OF 
SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION HAS TO SUPPLY A PARTICULAR OUGHT. 



SCIENCE AS A PERSON ENGAGED IN NON-NORMATIVE, DESCRIPTIVE, 
EXPLANATORY OBSERVATION, RECOGNISES THAT THERE MUST BE AN 
OUGHT FOR ALL SOCIAL PURPOSES APART FROM THE PURPOSE OF 
SCIENCE, I.E. NON-NORMATIVE DESCRIPTION AND EXPLANATION WHEN 
AND IF THIS IS POSSIBLE... 

THAT'S ALL THERE IS TO IT, BUT THEY CAN'T HANDLE IT AND SO WE 
GET THE NON-STOP “ACADEMIC" VERBAL DIARROHEA... IT NEVER 
STOPS... BORING, YAWN, LIFE IS TOO SHORT SO FUCK OFF ETC... 

THERE IS A CORRECT REFERENCE TO THUCYDIDES AS BEING BEHIND 
BOTH P.K.'S RELATIONSHIP WITH MACHIAVELLI'S THOUGHT AND 
BEHIND HOBBES'S THOUGHT- 

NEXT COMES THE MOST RETARDED PROF. I'VE EVER SEEN/HEARD, EVEN 
WORSE THAN PROF. X? - AND IF PROF. B???????????? IS MORE RETARDED 
THATN PROF. X? THEN WE'RE IN BIG TROUBLE!!!... - TALKING ABOUT 
"METAETHICS" AND "ETHICAL RATIONALISM"... OH, HERE WE GO... FULL 
SPECTRUM RETARDISM... AND WE GET QUESTIONS "METAETHICAL" 
QUESTIONS LIKE: IS P.K.'S THEORY NORMATIVE EXACTLY BECAUSE IT'S A 
SCEPTICISIT THEORY? [OH MY FUCKING GOD!!! HERE WE GO, FULL 
SPECTRUM RETARDISM... P.K.'S THEORY FUCKING RETARD IS NOT 
SCEPTICIST. IT IS FULLY EMPIRICALLY BASED AND LOGICALLY 
COHERENT. P.K. ALWAYS MAINTAINS THE CERTAINTY OF KNOWLEDGE 
AND THE RELATIVITY OF VALUES. YOU SIMPLY IGNORE HIM AND YOU 
ASK YOUR RETARDED QUESTION BECAUSE YOUR EGO WANTS YOU TO 
"DEFEAT" P.K. SO YOU DO THE USUAL BULLSHIT OF "SOUNDING SMART" 
IN CONFUSING YOURSELF AND EVERYONE ELSE NOT AWARE, WITH ALL 
MANNER OF IDIOCY... STARTING WITH DELIBERATELY OR BY ACCIDENT 
GETTING THE FUNDAMENTALS WRONG, AND MISRPRESENTING P.K. 
FROM THE GET GO - FUCKING SPASTIC RETARD!!! FUCKING IDIOT YOUR 
EXAMPLE IS: A IS IN FAVOUR OF ABORTIONS, B IS AGAINST ABORTIONS, C 
WANTS TO IMPOSE ABORTIONS, AND D SAYS IT'S NONE OF THE ABOVE... 
FOR THE RETARDED "PROF", D'S POSITION IS ETHICAL TOO BECAUSE D'S 
POSITION IS THAT ETHICALLY NONE OF THE ABOVE IS COMPELLING - 
AND THAT IS "ETHICAL" FOR THE "PROF"... THIS IS TOTAL BULLSHIT, D'S 
POSITION IS NON-NORMATIVE AND OPPOSED TO ALL NORMATIVE 
POSITIONS... SO YES, THERE IS A VALUE OR STANCE OF BEING NON- 
NORMATIVE WHICH P.K. REFERRED TO AS "AN ASCETIC" STANCE OF 
SORTS... BUT AT THE END OF THE DAY, D'S STANCE IS NON-NORMATIVE... 
SO THIS GOES TO THE PROBLEM OF THE TERM "VALUE-FREE"... I'VE 
EXPLAINED THIS A NUMBER OF TIMES... "VALUE-FREE" OR 
"AXIOLOGICALLY FREE" MUST BE TAKEN TO MEAN NON-NORMATIVE... 
THE USE OF THE TERM "WERTFREI" HAS A HISTORY GOING BACK TO THE 





19™CENTURY, IF NOT EARLIER, AND TECHNICALLY IT IS NOT EXACTLY 
RIGHT, BUT THAT'S THE TERM THAT STUCK... AND THAT'S WHY IT 
NEEDS TO BE QUALIFIED BY "NON-NORMATIVE"... WE'VE SAID THIS 
AGAIN AND AGAIN BUT THE RETARDED PROFESSORS DO THEIR 
RETARDED SHIT AGAIN AND AGAIN...]... THE RETARD THEN GOES ON TO 
TALK ABOUT COMPUTERS, MATHEMATICS, EVOLUTION, JUMPING OUT OF 
A HOTEL WINDOW ETC. AND IT IS ALL TOTAL BULLSHIT... HE PROVES OR 
DEMONSTRATES ABSOLUTELY NOTHING WITH REGARD TO P.K.'S 
FUNDAMENTAL POSITIONS APART FROM THE FACT THAT P.K.S THEORY 
STANDS AS IS, AND THAT HE AS A “PROF" IS A RETARD... HILARIOUS AND 
SAD AT THE SAME TIME!!! THAT FACT THAT 2 + 2 CAN NEVER EVER = 1 
(THOUGH FOR THE PURPOSES E.G. OF NOT BEING TORTURED I'D AGREE 
TO 2+2=1, KNOWING IT'S WRONG] PROVES ABSOLUTELY NOTHING 
APART FROM THE FACT THAT 1=1 IN MATHS ETC. AND ON THAT BASIS 
2+2=4... ALL OF THIS HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH P.K.'S THEORY... JUST 
BECAUSE LOGIC/MATHS IS, BASED ON ITS ON CRITERIA, OBJECTIVE RE: 
MATHS AND 2+2=4 AND NOT 1, HAS ABSOLUTELY NOTHING TO DO WITH 
THE OBJECTIVITY OF ETHICS OR VALUES YOU FUCKING MORON!!! AGAIN, 
CIRCULAR ARGUMENTATION TOTALLY MISSING THE OBJECTIVELY 
OBSERVED EMPIRICAL REALITY OF THE (HISTORICAL] RELATIVITY OF 
VALUES... FUCKING SPASTIC!!! 

AND THE FULLY RETARDED PROFESSOR CONCLUDES WITH SOMETHING 
ABOUT PAIN AND UTILITARIANISM AND THAT PHYSICAL SCIENCES USE 
THOUGHT... LOOK, NOBODY DENIES THE PARTS THAT ARE SELF-EVIDENT 
IN THAT, BUT RETARD, YOU'RE ALSO NOT PROVING ANYTHING... THE 
FACT THAT NEARLY EVERYONE DOES NOT WANT TO FEEL PAIN DOES 
NOT MEAN THAT THERE ARE NO EXCEPTIONS... THERE ALWAYS ARE 
(plus see below]... BUT ALSO THAT PAIN PER SE PROVES NOTHING... AS 
TO ETHICS AND VALUES, NOR DOES THE FACT THAT THOUGHT IS A PART 
OF ALL OBSERVATION... SO, YOU REALLY ARE TOTALLY RETARDED 
AREN'T YOU PROF. B?????????... (the raised voice and the intensity of his 
speaking shows that he was really straining "to win" - what a fucking 
IDIOT]... 

THE NEXT SPEAKER DR. S. IS MUCH BETTER, CORRECTLY FOCUSING ON 
(THE DRIVE OF] SELF-PRESERVATION (AS WELL AS IN RELATION TO 
PLEASURE FROM FUCKING, EATING AND DRINKING (INCL. AS FORMS OF 
POWER - AT LEAST ENERGY, THOUGH IT CAN BE MUCH MORE THAN JUST 
ENERGY, PHYSICAL SELF-PRESERVATION...] TO POWER AND PLEASURE 
RE: THE FOE IN THE STRUGGLE TO SURVIVE ETC.,... AS DE SADE 
OBSERVED LIKE NO OTHER], THE SPIRIT/INTELLECT, STRUGGLE, 
EXTENSION OF ONE'S OWN POWER AND POWER CLAIMS ETC., AND 
ACTUALLY OVERTURNED MANY OF THE INANITIES OF THE PREVIOUS 




SPEAKER... I HAVE DEALT WITH HIM (THIS "NEXT SPEAKER" DR. S.] ON A 
PRELIMINARY BASIS WITHIN THE PAGE "POWER AND DECISION" ON 
THIS SITE... DE SADE RIGHTLY SAW THAT THE GREATEST PLEASURE IS 
THE PAIN AND DEFEAT AND DEATH OF THE GREATEST FOE ETC.... A 
GOOD POINT IS MADE THAT FOR EVERY IDENTITY THERE IS ALWAYS A 
FOE AS A KIND OF COUNTER-IDENTITY AND THERE IS NO ABSOLUTE 
FREEDOM IN THAT SENSE GIVEN ALL PEOPLE RELATE TO A SOCIETY 
ETC.,... AND THE FREEDOM THAT CONCERNED P.K. WAS VALUE OR 
AXIOLOGICAL FREEDOM IN SCIENCE/SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION HAVING 
NO NORMATIVE ETHICAL PREFERENCE EVEN THOUGH ALL PEOPLE 
ACTING NON-SCIENTIFICALLY IN SOCIETY DO SO IN RELATIONS TO 
ESPOUSING CERTAIN VALUES AS NORMATIVE VALUES, NORMS... RIGHTLY 
DR. S. IMPLIES THAT BEING A REALIST ETC. IS NOT BEING AN 
ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENT SOCIAL SCIENTIST, BECAUSE THE REALIST 
PROPOSES A NORMATIVE PROGRAMME E.G. RE: WHAT A STATE SHOULD 
DO RE: ANOTHER STATE OR OTHER STATES ETC.... AND RIGHTLY DR. S. 
POINTS OUT THAT THE ULTIMATE VALUE-FREE STANCE IS TO BE THE 
ABSTRACTION OF THERE IN NO ULTIMATE MEANING TO LIFE, WHICH IN 
EFFECT MEANS TO WAIT FOR YOUR BODY AND YOU TO DIE.... BUT HE 
DOES NOT POINT OUT THAT SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION IS POSSIBLE, AND 
SINCE IT IS POSSIBLE THEN WITH ONE'S DRIVE FOR SELF- 
PRESERVATION AND THE VALUE/ASCETIC WHICH IS NON-NORMATIVE 
OF SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION, THEN SCIENCE CAN BE ACHIEVED TO THE 
EXTENT POSSIBLE... 

PROF. X????. ACTUALLY MAKES THE GOOD POINT THAT COMPARED TO 
THE UTILITARIAN STANCE AG. PAIN, THE MEDIEVAL CHRISTIAN VIEW 
SAW PAIN AS SOMETHING GOOD RE: GETTING CLOSER TO OR SERVING 
GOD, DEFEATING THE SINS OF THE FLESH ETC.,... SO EVEN THAT IS 
RELATIVISED... PROF. X. ALSO REFERS TO THE HISTORICITY OF WORLD 
IMAGES AND THAT ARISTOTLE SAW THINGS AS GOING UP SUCH AS 
SMOKE FROM THE FIRE WHEREAS GALILEI (HE SHOULD HAVE SAID 
NEWTON] SAW THINGS AS GOING DOWN SO EACH HISTORICALLY SET 
WORLD IMAGE HAS ITS OWN RATIONALITY, NOTWITHSTANDING THAT 
EMPIRICALLY BOTH ARE RIGHT ETC., AT LEAST FROM A CERTAIN POINT 
OF VIEW... HE FEARS THAT IN ANALYTICAL METAETHICS WE HAVE A 
POWERFUL AHISTORICAL DOGMATIC MODEL OF RATIONALITY... SO HE IS 
NOW NOT AS RETARDED AS PROF. B.... HE'S ACTUALLY MAKING A VALID 
POINT!!! HAHAHAHAHAHA!!! PROF. B. IS REALLY RETARDED BECAUSE HE 
STARTS TALKING ABOUT ABORTIONS AND RAPE AND THAT EMBRYOS 
HAVE NO PERSON, - WAIT A MINUTE FUCKING SPASTIC, EMBRYOS 
POTENTIALLY HAVE A PERSON SO WHAT IS YOU'RE FUCKING POINT??? 
THERE IS NO OBJECTIVE "MUST" RE: NORMATIVE STANCES FUCKING 




BIRD BRAIN, AND YOU SAY YOU ARE A FUCKING PROF. DUMB FUCKING 
IDIOT... AND TAXPAYERS PAY YOU, YOU FUCKING CRETIN!!! 

THEN WE GET THE MUCH-LOVED HISTORIAN PATRIOT INSISTING THAT 
ALL REPRESENTATIONS COMING FROM PEOPLE HAVE AN ELEMENT OF 
IDEOLOGY ETC. - WE DEALT WITH THIS ABOVE... AND THE REASON HE 
INSISTS IS BECAUSE HE CAN'T LET GO OF HIS IDEOLOGY FOR THE 
PURPOSES OF SCIENCE... AGAIN IN HIS MIND HE CANNOT SEPARATE IS 
FROM OUGHT ETC.... HIS PROBLEM IS THAT I AND P.K. AND VERY FEW 
OTHERS WHO ACTUALLY FULLY UNDERSTAND P.K. DON’T GIVE A 
FUCKING SHIT WHAT HE OR ANYONE BELIEVES WHEN WE ARE 
ENGAGING IN ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENT SCIENCE AS NON-NORMATIVE 
DESCRIPTION AND EXPLANATION CUM ABSOLUTE LOGICAL 
CONSISTENCY... ""YOUZ" CAN ALL THINK WHATEVER "YOUZ" WANT" 

SAYS THE WOG... AND I WOULD ALSO ADD "SATAN, SATAN, MONKEY, 
MONKEY, SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY" JUST BECAUSE I LIKE SAYING THAT 
HAHAHAHAHA!!! WE SAY AGAIN MUCH-LOVED, DICKHEAD, A CUP IS A 
CUP ETC. - THERE'S NO IDEOLOGY THERE, IT'S JUST THE DECISION OF 
SOCIETY TO DESCRIBE THE CUP AS A CUP... IDEOLOGY MEANS 
OBSCURING THE TRUTH AND CONNECTING IT WITH NORMS AND 
CERTAIN POWER CLAIMS... E.G. YOU SHOULD NEVER QUESTION THAT A 
PARTICULAR TINY GROUP AMONGST ITS ELITES WIELDS GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER THROUGH PRIMITIVE SECRET 
SOCIETY SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY NETWORKING (GOING BACK EVEN 
CENTURIES, SLOWLY, SLOWLY, MONKEY, MONKEY, SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY], ETC.,... AND THERE ARE MANY MANY MANY OTHER EXAMPLES 
TOO HAHAHAHAHA - (OBVIOUSLY, RETARDS, IN SCIENCE QUA SCIENCE 
WE DON'T TALK ABOUT SATAN ETC., BUT WE CAN TALK ABOUT IN¬ 
GROUP NETWORKING, NEPOTISM, COLLUSION, ETC.,... WHICH ARE 
EMPIRICALLY OBSERVABLE PHENOMENA FOUND IN VARIOUS GROUPS, 
AND WITH SPECIFIC, CONCRETE CHARACTERISTICS IN SPECIFIC, 
CONCRETE CIRCUMSTANCES, ETC., ETC., ETC.,...]!!!... POOR OLD MAN, HE 
CONFUSES THE MARXIST CLAIM TO SCIENCE WITH ACTUAL SCIENCE AS 
PRACTISED BY P.K., AND MANY OTHERS AT LEAST ON AN IN PART BASIS... 
HE SHOULD JUST STICK TO HISTORY AND GREEK NATIONHOOD AND 
ETHNICITY ETC.,... AXIOLOGICAL NEUTRALITY IS NOT AN OUGHT TO TELL 
OTHERS WHAT TO DO - YOU ARE BECOMING A FUCKING CRETIN IN YOUR 
OLD AGE, FUCKING IDIOT (BUT WE STILL LOVE YOU]!!! AXIOLOGICAL 
NEUTRALITY OR VALUE FREEDOM AS NON-NORMATIVE VALUE 
FREEDOM MEANS "DON'T FUCKING DO ANYTHING TO OTHERS OR TELL 
ANYONE WHAT TO DO", WHILST YOU JUST DESCRIBE AND EXPLAIN... MR. 
K. IS NOW BECOMING VERY ANNOYING, HE SHOULD SIT DOWN LIKE A 
NICE OLD MAN AND SHUT THE FUCK UP!!! HE IS MAKING HIMSELF 



ALMOST AS RETARDED AS SOME FUCKING DUMB SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY TRIBAL WARRIOR REPRESENTATIVE OR PROF. B.!!!!! HUMAN 
NATURE AND THE COMMON HUMAN SUBSTRATUM OF THE DRIVE OF 
SELF-PRESERVATION, POWER CLAIMS, RATIONALITY, IDENTITY, 
MEANING, CULTURE, SOCIAL RELATION, FRIEND-FOE, THE POLITICAL 
WHEN DESCRIBED ABSTRACTLY REFER TO UNIVERSALLY EMPIRICALLY 
OBSERVED SOCIAL-ONTOLOGICAL AND OR ANTHROPOLOGICAL 
CONSTANTS AND NOT (NORMATIVE] VALUES WITH CONTENT, DUMB 
FUCKING OLD MAN... SIT THE FUCK DOWN (BUT WE STILL LOVE YOU 
BECAUSE YOU ARE A GREAT ETHNO-PATRIOT AND HISTORIAN]!!! 

FUCKING IDIOT PROF. B. DOES NOT GET IT AT ALL... THERE ARE 
ABSOLUTELY NO FUCKING OBJECTIVE CRITERIA AGAINST E.G. SLAVERY. 
SLAVERY IS A SOCIAL PHENOMENON WHICH IN CERTAIN SOCIETIES 
HISTORICALLY, EVEN TODAY, IS FULLY JUSTIFIED AND "NATURAL” AND 
THAT JUST PROVES THAT IN RELATION TO HUMANS (INC. SLAVE 
HOLDERS WHO ARE HUMAN], VALUES ARE RELATIVE... IF YOU CAN'T 
UNDERSTAND THAT... THEN YOU ARE A RETARD... AND YOU CAN FUCK 
OFF!!!... YOU HAVE NO PLACE HERE!!!... (If Retarded Prof. B. and any other 
Retard like him "doesn't get it", and is "put off" by my rude, boorish, 
"uncultured" swearing etc., then Retarded Fucking Idiot Prof. B. should 
study P.K.'s book on Montesquieu, incl. p. 64ff. of the German text = p. 6 Iff. 
of the Greek text = p. 67ff. of my English translation, and try - as difficult as 
it might be - to grow a brain, and accept that what is, is, and is not as he says 
just because his pathetic little ego, which is "humanitarian" but also "just 
happens" to want to wield power, influence, control,... over others, says so 
inch by "wishing away" "evil, enmity, hate"... so his "good, humanity and 
love" can prevail... that might be fine in terms of feeling good about oneself, 
but it certainly has absolutely nothing to do with empirical reality and 
science, and P.K. was - if anything - about empirical reality and science...]... 
and no-one here is in favour of slavery, you fucking spastics... that is not the 
point, RETARDS!!!] 

T HERE WE GO AGAIN - LAST TIME FOR NOWAND HOPEFULLY 
FOREVER, BECAUSE LIFE IS SHORT AND THERE IS NOT ENOUGH 
TIME!!! 

Sooner or Later to be Dr. S. (this is another "to be" Dr. S., and not the first Dr. S 
above), in general seems to be serious, level-headed, and makes good 
observations, for the most part. I would say though that practice or praxis which 
is not prima facie totally or even substantially autonomous from acting, the act 
and action, - unless I’m making some major error - is not something outside of 
scientific observation. Ch. 4 of The Political and Man makes it quite clear that 
action is internal and external, so it would follow that praxis/practice is not 






necessarily external... I stand to be corrected, I could be wrong, but my initial 
reaction is that sooner or later to be Dr. S. is fucking up on this point... 

IF praxis/practice is defined as a form of external acting/act/action then sooner 
or later to be Dr. S. is correct, and my thinking is WRONG -1 need to have a 
look into this... 

I note that internal/inner action of the intemal/inner mechanism of the social 
relation incl. intellectual-mental-spiritual acts, so my initial reaction is that the 
descriptive meta-level is by no means outside of practice/praxis or acting, the 
act, action in general... and of course there is no extemal/outer action of any 
kind whatsoever without some kind of connection to internal/inner action etc.,... 

There is also theoretical activity 

p. 581 of the Gk ed. of The Political and Man states that intellectual/spiritual 
act/praxis is not the same as the mental act... this is in the context of talk re: 
pre-rational and pre-cogitating psychical activity etc... 

LOOK, I NEED TO CHECK GERMAN TERMINOLOGY ETC. AND THAT 
WILL HAPPEN IF AND WHEN I TRANSLATE THE DREADED CH. 4 
of The Political and Man... 

The conceptual structure is a mental/intellectual abstraction, and in that sense 
does not exist as a thing in reality, but we empirically observe reality and 
through thinking see that there are conceptual structures across all world views 
or world theories such as Good v. Evil and Here/This World v. There/The Other 
World and Is/Being/To be/Reality v. Appearance and Friend v. Foe etc.,... so I 
really don’t want to start calling soon to be a Dr. S., a RETARD, because he is 
Serious and I respect his efforts, BUT he should not be confusing himself!!! 

Sooner or Later to be a Dr. S. also forgets that The Enlightenment is multi¬ 
dimensional with several main tendencies and does NOT have a one¬ 
dimensional differentia specifica re: other philosophical periods or epochs under 
a schematic and never totally clear-cut periodisation etc.,... 

The reference to Gadamer did not seem of any significant relevance to me... 

In relation to the Decision - it seems to me that most tend to forget that the 
Decision(s) formulating our basic world images and world views/theories were 
made collectively, even going back over millennia re: some matters, and we as 
individual basically adopt what society has.... the Decision is another 
abstraction... in the real world there is no such thing as the object Decision... but 
it is a process and network of (historical) relations we theoretically abstract 
from reality by observing reality which has inter alia a friend-foe spectrum as 
another abstraction etc.,... 

AGAIN, the problem with sooner or later to be Dr. S and Professors etc., is that 
they lose sight of the fundamentals and get lost in confusing themselves by 
“out-dumbing” themselves etc.,... 



Yes, the Decision is organically connected to perspectivity... yes, the Decision 
as an abstraction, is the product of theoretical praxis or activity or act/ion etc.,... 

Look, matey, you’ve got it wrong... power in nature is energy which is in man 
energy and forms of power such as influence, dominance, authority, etc.,... SO 
THERE’S ABSOLUTELY NO FUCKING POINT IN SEPARATING POWER 
FROM THEORETICAL ACTIVITY... YOU’RE FUCKING UP, BIG TIME!!! 

ALL YOU’RE DOING IS CONFUSING YOURSELF AND OTHERS!!! 

AND BEING A TYPICAL sooner or later to be ACADEMIC PROFESSOR 
MORON/IDIOT/ RETARD/IMBECILE... 

Sooner or Later to be Dr. S. DID WELL, however, to refer to P.K. and 
Augustine, and faith seeks knowledge fidens quaerens intellectum which shows 
that Augustine got to the crux of human existence/thought much more than 
modem and today’s “rationalists” and or “atheists” who thi nk their positions are 
not based on or relate to some kind of normative framework of faith = 
mechanisms of normative decisions etc.,... etc.,... and who at the end of the day 
do similar things deep down as theologists without recognising the fact that they 
are doing so... yes, all rational positions ultimately come out of an irrational 
basis ultra rationem for the Decision etc.,... 

YES, YOU’VE GOT IT, SCIENCE IS NOT NORMATIVE VALUES, BUT 
SOCIETIES AND LIVING IN SOCIETIES SOCIALLY POLITICALLY ETC. 
HAVE TO BE ABOUT NORMATIVE VALUES... 

Dr. V or Dr. B,... who is a woman, and a woman to be taken seriously, which is 
good, nicely contrasts Cicero and vita contemplativa and not being an animal to 
Machiavelli and vita activa and interest, power, violence, guile/cunning etc.,... 
of course I would add Cicero’s positionings are absolutely necessary in all 
politics at the ideological level, and Machiavelli’s positionings indicate political 
realities in all polities at another level... 

And a very nice reference to Western mass democracy and consumption and 
hedonism displacing asceticism etc., and to money for the sake of money etc., 
AND I THOUGHT SHE WAS ABOUT TO SAY “SATAN, SATAN, 
MONKEY, MONKEY, SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY”!!! 

HAHAHAHAHA!!! AND SHE DID SAY IT, JUST IN OTHER WORDS... 
SHE EVEN SAYS “I CONSUME THEREFORE I AM” WHICH IS WHAT I 
STATED ON MY TRANSLATOR’S PAGE ABOUT 9 MONTHS AGO!!! 
AND OBVIOUSLY OTHERS HAVE SAID TOO... 

Generally, all Dr. V’s references are SPOT ON - SO SHE IS ONE SMART 
WOMAN!!! WELL DONE!!!... GOOD GIRL!!!... Personally, as an 
unreconstmcted patriarchal “sexist” I’m always very impressed by SMART 
WOMEN... THEY ARE VERY FEW AND FAR BETWEEN, GENERALLY 
BUT NOT ALWAYS FEWER THAN MEN, FOR VARIOUS 
BIOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL-SOCIAL REASONS... 





Kostas Papaioannou, as great as he was, could not detach politics from “better” 
norms (incl. 7ra06g-|ia06<;, and ^rjv-eb £rjv distinctions in order to suggest the 
way of “getting over” c. 1950-1980 Western “civil democracies” with their 
passive masses-consumers etc., and that is one of the reasons he is of less 
scientific value than P.K. (I SAY), but because of his very impressive insights, 
remains very significant in a general sense... 

Dr. V does very well in using both P.K. and Papaioannou to highlight the great 
relative passivity of the masses with rights to vote etc. in the political process, 
which of course in the context of (I SAY) (Zio-)USA-led western mass 
democracy leads to the GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
ACCUMULATIONS, CONCENTRATIONS, CRYSTALS, 
CRYSTALLISATIONS OL LORMS OL POWER IN THE HANDS OL 
THOSE, SUBJECTIVELY SEEN, ABSOLUTELY DISGUSTINGLY UGLY 
DEFORMED PARASITE/LEECH-LIKE VULTURE TURDS ETC.,... 

Dr. V. refers to Papaionnou drawing on Plato’s notion of theatrokratia and 
Weber, Gramsi,... and has similarities with Frankfurt School types like 
Marcuse... and “fabricated needs” coming from advanced industrial technicised 
societies etc.... all this, if I’m not mistaken is Marcuse taking from Benjamin 
who took notions from Tonnies etc.,... 

LOOK, DR. V. GAVE THE BEST FUCKING TALK OF THE 
CONFERENCE IN QUESTION, IT WAS A KICK-ARSE TALK WITH NO 
ERRORS, SHE PUT (NEARLY) ALL THE MEN TO SHAME (APART 
FROM THE FIRST DR. S. WHO WAS QUITE GOOD TOO, as well as 
perhaps a couple of others), AND THE OTHER “MORE EXPERIENCED” 
WOMAN, AND I HOPE SHE HAS HAD 3 OR 4 CHILDREN WITH A 
CULTURALLY AND RACIALLY GREEK MAN WHOM SHE'S STILL 
WITH (THOUGH I BET YOU SHE HASN’T HAD EVEN ONE CHILD!) 
BECAUSE OUR TRIBE IS DYING OUT UNDER SELF-INFLICTED 
IDIOCY AND LOBOTOMISED STUPIDITY INCL. UNDER THE 
INFLUENCE OF (ZIO-)AMERICAN CULTURE WHICH I SUBJECTIVELY 
VIEW AS SUICIDAL GENOCIDAL DEGENERACY... 

Next, during questions/comments the other (semi-retarded, at times fully 
retarded) woman gets up and talks total shit about Informatics/I.T. etc., and how 
P.K. did not take into consideration their implications when he did in some 
articles for FAZ etc.,... dumb fucking cow... and of course the term praxis/ 
practice and or act/action do not need much defining or defining at all because 
they mean what they mean, dumb fucking idiot... 

I’VE HAD ENOUGH OF THESE YOUTUBE TALKS ETC. RE: P.K.. I 
WOULD NEVER EVER EVER WANT TO TALK TO ANY OF THE 
SPEAKERS (I’m sure the feeling is mutual!) -1 LEARNT NEXT TO 
NOTHING (THOUGH THERE MIGHT BE 2 OR 3 MATTERS WORTH 


FOLLOWING UP)... IN MORE THAN 20 HOURS MOSTLY OF CRAP... 
SO IT’S - OVERALL - ALL A WASTE OF TIME, IN GENERAL,... AND 
GROSSO MODO,...] 

[ULTIMATE TIP: There's no "logical error or flaw" when (the observation of) 
(human, social) Reality means Logic starts in and from (human, social) Reality = 
no matter how much you twist words this way or that... and how much of a "smart 
arse" you (think you) are, there is ALWAYS more than one ontological level of 
Reality just as there is always nature, (human) collectives and individuals... 

"smart alec!"... or "to the Epapx AAeko<;!", as my Father used to say... (cf. Theory of 
War - Summary Notes, p. 108ff. of the Notes, and esp. pp. 114-115 of the said 
Notes!). 

AND a "Final" Question: What kind of Scientific "Observer of Human Affairs" 
would one be if one did not observe Patently Obvious Facts which hardly anyone 
else, as it "just happens", seems to Notice? 

Avxr] xr] Axfixvxid paq!... oxer; eopxEq, Eiq xa navpyvpia Kai axovqxopovq xfjq 
OpoyevEiaq... Eiq Aaoq, pia <PiAr], ev rivoq, ev "EOvoq, pia Flaxpiq, TvvaiKEq, 

"AvSpsq, OiKoyEVEiEq, Zoyia, X(t)pia, IlaiSia , Nijaio)x£q, HnEip&xEq, fleXonowpaioi, 
MctKESovEq, PovpEXi&xai, Kvnpioi, ASeXqna paq, XoypiaxEq, XuipiKoi,... ovXoi 
Ma(L. n<xXkr]K(xpia ''EXXqvsq OpOoSo^oi Poipioi... Avxr] xr] AePevxkx!... Sev Oa 
pnopEOEXE noxtq va kccxccXccPexe KXijpovopia xi 6a nfj, iSicoq xcopa nov xr] 
Xccoaps... Eiq xiq (ovyAsq xdiv IIiOtjKcov, doyExcoq xP<*>paxoq, Kai 
BoOpoXixapaxoiv... XaxavaSxq OxxpoL. Oee pov, IldpxE paq an' avxr] xpv 
KoAaaiv, oao xo avvoxopo)X£po... ESd) paq TpdiEi 6 Xapoq... KoAaaiq Kai 'keT... 
English translation: I am Evygpoq... and its three EKKAgaiEq...] 

[[LET'S SAY IT AGAIN, BECAUSE IT IS KIND OF FUN: THE 
ABSOLUTE END POINT OF VALUE NIHILISM AS NON- 
NORMATIVE VALUE NIHILISM IS WHAT THE BUDDHA 
DID OF JUST SITTING THERE AND WAITING TO DIE... 
BUT, BECAUSE THE IMPULSE/DRIVE/URGE OF SELF- 
PRESERVATION SPURS US INTO LIFE WE CAN, IF WE 
WANT E.G., DO A BUDDHA "MIDDLE PATH", OR, TAKE 
THE STANCE OR VALUE POSITION OF VALUE-FREE AS 
NON-NORMATIVE DESCRIPTION AND EXPLANATION 
(THE FACT THAT A TERMINOLOGICAL 
"CONTRADICTION" ARISES IS NEITHER HERE NOR 
THERE; THE TERM "VALUE-FREE" IS HISTORICAL AND 
IN USE; IT REALLY SHOULD HAVE BEEN "NON- 
NORMATIVE VALUE-FREE" FROM THE START, BUT IT 



WASN'T, SO GET OVER IT!!!*)... WHILST ALSO BEING 
ABSOLUTELY LOGICALLY CONSISTENT (E.G. P.K. S 
STRICTLY SCIENTIFIC WRITINGS, WHICH ARE THE 
VAST MAJORITY OF HIS WRITINGS)... NOW, FOR THE 
PURPOSES OF OUR NOT FULLY CONSISTENT 
SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION, WE CAN E.G. ON THE BASIS 
OF REALISM AND SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION OF FACTS 
ETC., PROPOSE A NORMATIVE PLAN (E.G. P.K. RE: 
WHAT GREECE SHOULD DO IF IT WANTS TO 
SURVIVE...), OR WE CAN GO "FULLY POLITICAL" AND 
SUPPORT A PARTICULAR IDEOLOGICAL-POLITICAL 
PROGRAMME... AT THE END OF THE DAY, IF WE 
CHOOSE TO NOT SIMPLY BE SILENT AND SIMPLY DIE 
BY NOT DOING ANYTHING OTHER THAN WAITING TO 
DIE, AND IF WE CHOOSE TO ENGAGE IN NON- 
NORMATIVE, ABSOLUTELY LOGICALLY CONSISTENT 
VALUE-FREE SCIENCE AS DESCRIPTION AND 
EXPLANATION, WHAT WE CAN GAIN OUT OF IT IS... 
PLEASURE IN THE KNOWLEDGE OF "KNOWING MORE 
THAN ANYONE ELSE" OR SIMPLY THE FUN OF 
PROVOKING EVERYONE ELSE AND DRIVING THEM 
INSANE (WITHOUT EVER CARING ABOUT WHAT THEY 
THINK - THEY CAN THINK WHATEVER THEY FUCKING 
WANT)!!! HAHAHAHAHAfM!!! - SO THAT'S THAT, IN A 
NUTSHELL... 

* M For good or ill, the lexicographical 
conceptual meaning) of terms differs, 
almost always, from the historical 
(conceptual meaning)) - and scientific 
analysis would be superfluous to a great 



extent if perchance the two 

(Introduction to Montesquieu, Greek text, p. 88 - it's not 
included in the German text!) ]J 


[- You do realise that you on your own, or even in a group cannot defeat the 
Satanic Circus Monkey? - Of course, I do. - You do also realise that the Satanic 
Circus Monkey WILL be defeated, either Sooner (within decades?) or Later 
(within centuries?), in all kinds of different possible ways, by Other Forces and 
Powers, and that what comes after the Satanic Circus Monkey could or will 
probably or will definitely be much, much WORSE? - Of course, I do. - And you do 
also realise that Science qua Science sees everything as NEUTRAL, and cares not 
one iota about characterisations, preferences, objects of love, hate, (strong) 
attraction, repulsion (disgust), etc., apart from describing and explaining them? - 
Of course, I do. - THEN why don't you calm down? - Because I am a Human with 
Culture and Identity and (personal-survival, not collective since my Tribe is Dead) 
Power Claims, and I can only do Science for short periods of Time. Science by 
definition is Exhausting... That's why P.K. practised real Social Science for those 
who care about such things... - Then, shut the fuck up, Read and Study, and take 
pleasure in what you have, because Death is on his Way...] {We do love our 
BapvaXq, don't we?!!!} 

[[In other words: Because History Teaches us that ALL Social Formations or Kinds 
of Society Eventually Break Down and Become Something Else, and Because 
History Teaches us that the Distributions of forms of Power amongst the Elites 
also Inevitably Change, a society in which GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of 
Power Crystallise and are accumulated and concentrated amongst the Elites of a 
certain Group, and a society which, promotes all manner of "Degeneracy" - 
subjectively seen of course, but we could call it more objectively "non-Traditional 
lifestyles and life stances" - is INEVITABLY going to lead to a tremendous 
BACKLASH. This BACKLASH in circumstances of heightened Anomie or relative 
Chaos very likely will lead to a prolonged period of a Snowballing Effect of 
increasing Violence before some new Crystals of Power can be formed in order to 
impose relative Order (by then (we're talking decades if not more than a century 
"down the road"), "whiteness and Christianity" may be totally or effectively Dead, 
but another Group which sees itself as "intelligent and cosmopolitan and "anti¬ 
racist" and sophisticated" will either be, or be on its way to being, a lot Worse off 
than Toasted Marshmallow for another Group or other Groups),... and that is only 
if Generalised Anomie can be Reined In and if the World (i.e. people as individuals 
in Groups) hasn't and haven't done irreparable damage to itself and themselves 
from Nuclear and other Conflagrations, Massive Overpopulation, Massive 
Environmental Degradation, etc., etc., etc.,... SO talk of the "Satanic Circus Monkey" 
might seem outlandish today, but in Circumstances of ever increasing Anomie, the 
Ideological Pressure towards a more outwardly manifested Binary of Good v. Evil, 
which is always present Deep Down in any event as a fundamental formal- 
structural feature of all World Views, will become greater and greater and 
greater. Just watch as today's Western mass democracies, with their ideology of 
"universal human rights" etc. and increasing inability to "keep their promises" to 



the whole world, are becoming all the more less inclined towards (relative) 
Freedom of Speech, Freedom of Association,... as well as less able to Police 
increasing Anomie... and with more and more and more people Demanding Stuff, 
This and That, and becoming "Astonished" and "Amazed" and "Astounded",... by 
Things,... "How did we Ever Come to This?"...]]. 

HLONG-TERM SOOTHSAYER SAYS : 

1) Chances of an Evolutionary Biology "Indo-European" (non- or anti-Christian) 
"individualistic" White Revival (with imperialistic power claims) = not much 
above zero, if not zero. 

2) Chances of a Christian-centred mostly White Revival and or Peaceful Co- 
Existence with the Other = not much above zero, if not zero (probably though the 
only tiny chance for Western Continuity). 

3) Chances of Western mass democracy, incl. under GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power wielded by the elites of a particular tiny 
group not unlike a parasitical flea, morphing into a largely Beautiful totally 
Brownish-Black Society, which despite the fact it does not "see" colour, will be a 
largely Beautiful totally Brownish-Black Society with a tiny Whitish or Pale or 
Sick-Looking flea-like parasitical group wielding GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
forms of Power = not much above zero, if not zero. 

DIAGNOSIS : 

Not Good, No, Not Good... At all!!! 

SCIENCE SAYS : 

It is ABSOLUTELY INDIFFERENT TO ME. If I am around, i.e. practised by people in 
cultures, I'll describe and explain what there is, if I can, and THAT IS ALL!!!]] 

SECRET WHISPERED SOFTLY : "/ have to protect Him from the Interpreters... and I'll 
do all I can, to do so..." [[= Scientifically, I can accept that my basic position and 
world view is Relative, though in Life I shall defend my basic position and world 
view until my Last Breath. YOU, however, RETARD, want to relativise others' basic 
positions and world views, BUT NEVER YOUR OWN (even when you feign, dissemble 
and pretend in your "sophisticated, polite, and cultured" manner), WHILST NOT 
SAYING, LET ALONE DOING, ANYTHING ABOUT GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
CR YSTAL (LISA TIONJS, ACCUMULATIONS and CONCENTRATIONS of Forms of Power, 
which YOU and your MOB "just happen" to enjoy and wield "in the Name of 
Humanity and Anti-Racism", whilst Participating Fully and Taking the Lead in 
Destroying Human Groups as the Extreme Genocidal Super-Racists YOU are!!!), and 

that is WHYvou are DISGUSTING, REVOLTING, UGLY, EVIL, SATANIC... 
nothing but the SA TANIC CIRCUS MONKEY in all its Horrific, Horrid, 
Abominable, Despicable, Deplorable Manifestations...]] 

WHEN the Hellenes and the (more mixed) Rhomioi were Strong,... relatively: 
Chauvinists, Bigots, Racists,... they Projected (varying degrees of) Geo-Political and 
or Cultural Power for about 2,450years. In recent decades, when Modern "Greeks" 
became Compulsive Anti-Racists under (Zio-)American Geo-Political and Cultural 
Power Projection, they have achieved birth rates and cultural levels which (almost) 
ensure they won't be around for many decades longer. YOU figure out 
how vour Group can Survive. The Chinese are NOT idiots (maybe they were when 
they were called "Chinamen"). 












Personally, the greatest passage in all of World 
Literature as produced largely, if not exclusively, by 

Europeans and Asians, is the Exchange betwixt Hector 

and Andromache in Book = Rhapsody 6 of The Iliad. 

There s also another moment wfc j ch for me, STANDS 

OUT (admittedly, apart from many other "moments"). 

When Gerasim holds Ivan Ilyich - on his way to Death - 

UP. For there is nothing more Sacred than Having a 

Tribe and Belonging to One's Tribe which is a People 

Connected to die So f„ Earth, Tradition and Collective 

Identity. EVERYTHING ELSE IS FILTHY SATANIC 

CIRCUS MONKEY HOCUS POCUS. SO SATAN AND THE 

SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY CAN STICK THEIR BEAKS 

INTO WHERE ITS NONE OF THEIR FUCKING BUSINESS. 

AND PUSH THINGS THIS WAY AND THAT SO THAT 

THEY CAN ACCUMULATE MORE AND MORE AND MORE 

firs NEVER ENOUGH)... GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER AND GOODS - 

WHILST SPREADING ALL THEIR DEGENERATE 

DISEASE-RIDDEN FILTH - FUCKING DISGUSTING 

ANIMALS!!! 

NOR would I, or anyone genuine about P.K., ever seek 
any kind Q f (butthetiniest) publicity, "Fame", let alone 
"Fortune". P.K.'s work is, strictly of its nature and 
texture and intellectual/emotional repercussions, for 
the very few, i.e., for the True Connoisseurs of 
Scientific Knowledge . 


Just like the great Luis Bunuel, let's say it again; repeat after me: "Nada me 
disgustarfa mas moralmente que recibir un Oscar = Nothing would dis gust me 
more morally than receiving [/winning] an Oscar." 



























"jNada me disgustaria mas moralmente 
que recibir un Oscar!" 


[[And I know exactly who Bunuel's producer for the late French-language masterpieces was. And so what? That's 
reality!!! HAHAHAHAHA!!!]] 


Peace to All People and All Peoples, Irrespective of Race (Mix), Colour 
(Tone and or Shade), Ethnos, Nation, Creed, Religion, Beliefs, Group or 
Tribal Affiliation(s). 

C.F. (Translator) 
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THIS PAGE IS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 


y//////////////i 


MY HEART 



IS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 

Please Come Back Later 

7//////////////i 


Imagine a World without the Satanic Circus Monkey and its ANTI-HELLENISM, its HELLENOPHOBIA, its PRIVILEGE, 

its SUPREMACY 

and, above all, its UNENDING EVIL HATE 


Disclaimer: Nothing within 

this 

page or on this site overall 

is the 






product ofPanagiotis 
Kondylis's 

thought and work unless 

it is a 

faithful translation of 
something 

Kondylis wrote. 

Any conclusions 

drawn from something not 


written by Panagiotis 
Kondylis 


(in the form of an 


accurate translation) 

cannot 

constitute the basis for any 

valid 


judgement or appreciation 

of 


Kondylis and his work. 

(This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 

mutandis, to 

any other authors and thinkers linked or 

otherwise 


referred to, on and within ail of this 

website). 


And even on this page (with its many, 

many, 


many,... entirely subjective matter of 

taste 

assertions, (wild) speculation, 
and, possible 

factual errors (?)), as everywhere else 

throughout this Site not part ofP.K. 's 

actual texts, 

and notwithstanding statements that can 

be loosely interpreted this way or that, 

NO political-ideological programme 

of any kind, shape or form whatsoever 

is being 



promoted, suggested 
or otherwise implied. The 

SOLE focus of attention is HARD 
REFLECTION 

on ideas, notions, concepts, facts, 

(possible) 

causality or (possible) causalities etc. - 

AND NOTHING ELSE (apart from the 

fairly 

strong literary-satirical flavour 
throughout my 

rather low-quality writing and at times 

probably 


incoherent musings)!!! 


YOU 

SHOULD NOT WASTEYOUR 


TIME READING 
MATERIAL NOT 
WRITTEN BY P.K. AND NOT 

ACCURATELY 
TRANSLATED INTO 
ENGLISH!!! I EXHORT YOU 
TO READ MATERIAL 
WITHIN THIS SITE NOT BY 


P.K. 


ONLY 


IF YOU HAVE 


STUDIED VERY CAREFULLY 

OF 



AND UNDERSTOOD 
P.K.'s CORE BOOKS AND 
ARTICLES (SEE HOME 
PAGE), AS WELL AS 








CONTEMPLATED 
PROFOUNDLY ALL OF THE 
IMPLICATIONS OF P.K.'s 
THOUGHT, FIRST!!! 


EVERYBODYMUST 

OBEY THE LAW. 


Humans, usually all of them - child, woman, man, it - share this basic 
characteristic: "my world view and fundamental positions are non- 
negotiable. I can relativise your world view and fundamental positions, 
BUT never my own, because if I did that I would reveal to myself, and to 
others, not only the ultimate NOTHING and EMPTINESS of my world view 
and fundamental positions, but also the RELATIONS OF POWER "hidden" 
behind and within and throughout my world view and fundamental 
positions - the relations of power I either participate in as a power- 
broker of sorts or simply accept as "natural"." 




'H rjGVXtcc Tovq anXoiq £TTi(3£(3aiajv£i Kai rrjv Kvpiapxta rovq, Kai rr]v 
andXvTOV (p£p£yYVOTT]Ta rfj<; 0£(n)piaq rov... XAXAXAXAXA!!! (klcxv 
roXprjoovv Kai piXrioovv, ^(priXi^ovraL nXripax;, Sion 6 XaXKoKovSvXrp; 
tjTO, £ivai Kai navra da £ivai aKaTavLKijTOt AnOAYTQXH!) 


S£up£iq oxifj 'AvoSoq xou EaxavoIVrroq £iq xfiv (cncpax; 8uaavaAoyr|v 
int£p xou) 'E^oualav Kpaxa aia>vaq xwpa, LSiax; xouq x£A£uxalouq 860 
aitovat;, Kai ouk 8uvaxai va avaxpaTrrj cnro to ccttAo TroAix£U£a0ai 
(capou KupioX£TiKt*)^ Eivamavxou, ottou ai HI1A, Kai auxol). To 6X0 
aixapxpo oiKo86pT|paxpfi KaT£8a(pia£a)q, aXXa aKopa ki av ylvti auxo, 
axeSov aiyoupa xa irpaypaxa Aiav, tioAu x^ipoxEpa 0a f|aav. 'Apay£ 
Ttayi^xuOTiKapEv, Kai £iq xo IlA.aiaio xo Achpukxiko xo Ka0£ "E0voq 
iraXEiJEi, av TtaXEUTi, va 'Empiaxrfl Kccttoh; rj KaOoAou... 


THE MYTHS AND THE LIES 
AREA NECESSARY PART OF 
ALL IDENTITIES, FUCKING 
RETARDS!!! THERE IS NOT 
ONE COLLECTIVE (and 
individual - connected one 
way or another to a 
collective -) IDENTITY , INCL. 
THAT OF "HUMANITY " 


WHICH DOES NOT INVOLVE 




















(SOME) (KIND(S) OF) 
MYTH(S), FALSE 
CONSCIOUSNESS, 
IDEOLOGY/IDEOLOGIES,... 
WHICH NOT 

INFREQUENT! KALSO REFE 
R TO EMPIRICAL, 
HISTORICAL AND PRESENT 
REALITIES - FUCKING 
MORONS!!! CRETINS!!! 
IMBECILES!!! LOBOTIMISED 
NINCUMPOOPS, ZOMBIE- 
APE SERVANTS OF EVIL AND 
SA TAN AND ITS SA TANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY!!! 


At CTcpa^avs! Asa) £ya). 0a ayvof|aa) £yd> xf| (3a(3a (iou yiavdnpoaKuvr|aa> xov Zaxava!!! 
AEN nATE OAOI ZAZ 


































ETO AIABOAO KAAYTEPA, AOBOTOMHMENA EIXAMATA KAI 
EHXcDOPOnPOXKYNHTAI!!! 


’Aepov (piLa/VEToa eva teXelo kokopetol, da to napaSojorjc; ot amove; rove; 
ZaravoMnLVESEc;; KaXvrEpa va Karov pi)0(o Kai vaxsoco navoo at av to napa va rd 
napovv avToi!!! 

Eiq xf|v 'Ettoxtiv tou Axpoopou nt0f|Kou, 6 noAuxpoipoq ni0r|Koq sivai BaatAeuc; (Kai 6 

Eaxavaq, aKaTiavEijq)... 

0a £Ttp£TU£ xl^ va £ivai tioAu aiaioSo^oq, fj, ttoAu pAal;, va vopi^r] oxi £X£t xi ouotaaxtKO 
va Tipoa0£ar| £tq xf|V Tioir|aiv, 5f| Aoyox£Xviav, fj, £t<; xf|v aK£i|iiv, 5f| cptAoaocpiav. 

Kouvta tuou a£ Kouvaye, £Tt£i5f|^ £p£i<; £xoup£v aTio0dv£i Kai 6 Eaxavac; x°ap £Tai piav 
iaxopiKooq TipOCToopivri vikti oxi 0a xov TipoaKuvf|aoup£v KioAaq!!! Exa apyiSta pa^ 
Eaxavoni0r|Ka!!! XiAieq epopee;, KAKOE MAYPOE R’OOOE!!! Eou KAavoupev xouc; 6px£t<i, 
Pp£ nouaxoEaxava! "EA0£X£ va aKoua£X£ xa K£paxa aaq-yapd) xpv maxtv oa^ Kai xov 

Eaxava oAarv aaqH! 

[[Official Song of this Page (the words are at least 50% if not at least 90% 
approved] https://www.youtube.com/watch?v= vgAeLoF7BA&temp-new- 

window-replacement=true ] ] 

[[THESE are the two Official Songs of my Heart and Identity for the purposes of this 
Page (obviously there are many, many, many other songs... in Greek (and Vietnamese, 
Italian, Spanish)). These two songs, nonetheless, would only be of interest to Third Main 
Historical Phase Hellenes or Romans/Rhomioi and not to today's Fourth Main Historical 

Phase "Greeks" or anyone else: 

https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=BdMDX6ntfgO&temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 


https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=pKVTOIvlbxI&temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 

NEITHER FORGET NOR FORGIVE, EVER, THE TRAITORS (NO MATTER HOW GOOD THEIR "INTENTIONS" AND HOW 

MUCH 

YOU RESPECT AND HONOUR THEM), AND, OF COURSE NEVER, EVER FORGIVE AND ALWAYS CURSE THE SATANIC 

CIRCUS 

MONKEY - EVERY RHOMIOS MUST BEAR HIS CROSS]] 


[[AND WE CAN'T ALL BE ARISTOCRATS 0L THE MIND AND OF THE SPIRIT, YOU KNOW. SOME OF US ARE "CHILD¬ 
LIKE, 

EMOTIONAL" PEASANTS, AND DAMN PROUD TO BE SO - SO, FUCK YOU!!! [as you would say to me, too - 

HAHAHAHAHAM!) - ndjq 

IxiropEi Korttoioc; va pf|v «cpAiTrapip Exovtotc; Alav evtovwc; elc; to puaAo tou to ctxetlkwc; cpuAETiKwc;, eGvoAoyucgoc; Kai 
TToAlTlXy piKfjoq-OpTjOKEUTlKfjoq OpOLOyEVEC; XWpLO TOU OtTtO TOC YEVVOCpdaKUT TOU, Kai ^(OVTaq TOUq pETavdOTaq TT) 6 ek. 
tou 1970 onto Ttapa ttoAu kovt&, ovTaq 6 ISioc; ev tt] tuv 'EAAr|va)v MEyaAri Anrouda aupp£T£x<uv, r[Tiq airo to teAoc; 
Trjq 5 ek. tou 1980 sSiaAuOri ctxeSov aKapialwq, Kai psra va (BAetiti oti f) itaTplq tmv itpoYovcov tou va aAAouuvETai 
e^Ictou aitoTopa Kai SripoYpacpiKdjc; Kai itoALTicrpiKwc; p£Ta(3aAAop£vr| ttAeov slq AcntpoMaupri ni0r|KoXa|3ou<;a slq tt)v 








OTtoiav etc; onoyevric; 0a rniiropoucTE va TtaAivvocn:r|cni povov pE Ttapa ttoAu |3apia KapSia; Kai cruv toTc; aAAoic;, 6 
EatavoniBriKoc; va npoxwpEl, va npoxwpsT, Eepvovtac; roue; riavtaq eic; tt)v KaTaaTpocpiy..]] 


One can come up with all the Satanic Circus Monkey "sophisticated andl 
nuanced", "humanitarian", "cosmopolitan", "right and just", etc., etc.,*! 
etc.,... Arguments in the World, incl. through Mass Media and Academia! 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY owned and or controlled - as it "jus J 
happens" - by the Satanic Circus Monkey, about "Human Rights" this,^* 
"Democracy" that, etc., BUT at the end of the Day - Demography (and the 
attendant Culture-Collective Ethnic/Tribal/Racial (broadly and flexibly! 
defined, but still maintaining an ethnological-racial CORE of e.g. 70%, H 
80% or 90% etc., as the case may be,...) consciousness) is DESTINY (i.e!| 
macro-politics is the essence of things, not micro-political IDEOLO GICAL 
BULLSHIT and CONFUSION for the purposes of the SATANIC CIRCUSES 
MONKEYS macro-politics, which in the END WILL end up EATING A ND* 
DEFEATING THE VERY SELF OF THE SICK, REVOLTING, DISGUSTING, 
PARASITICAL, VULTURE, FLEA and PESTILENCE-LIKE UTTERLY UGLY*'* 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, TOO)..., and this is our Reality of oncoming] 
not just "potential", (Auto-)Genocide (and we are always primarily toH 
blame for our own state of Collective Decay and Death) - everything else 
is just SICK SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY IDEOLOGICAL BULLSHIT in theH 


service of the Satanic Circus Monkey and it's utterly Sick, Disgusting, 
Lobotomised Satanic Divide and Rule, Divide and Conquer, EVIL, so it can 
have more, and more, and more,... forms of relative Power and Money, H 
Spreading Satanic Death Cult Anomie and CHAOS everywhere, etc.,... fori 
the Satanic Circus Monkey is the SICKEST, UGLIEST, MOST DISGUSTING* 
manifestation of Human Existence in the entire History of Mankind.. .HH 
MAY some Power put a STOP to its Unending Evil HATE (even though*^ 
that STOP might or will probably actually make things worse, things are! 
so BAD now that there can be no other Course,... apart from the C ourse ofj 
Chaos and the APE... - of course, there is also the possibility of the^^^H 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY backing down and compromising on the basisl 
of REALITY - maybe that is the only very small, tiny,... LAST CHANCE^J 
Free People, even Defeated, WILL NEVER BOW TO SATAN and its^^^|H 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY. (One can agree or disagree with some of the* 
assertions and or suggestions in the following article, BUT the Essence* 
of our present and future Realit y is more or less succinctly and^^^** 
accurately (In Greek)) 


https://www.analystsforchange.org/2018/06/blog-post 459.html?temp- 

new-window-replacement=true 


And a book which deals seriously and in detail (notwithstanding that one can 
disagree about x, y or z) with Greece's demographics, inch in relation to 
Europe and History, Elites and National Strategy, Sovereign vs. "Universal" 
Rights, relative Law and Order and relative Anomie, Social Cohesion, the 
Capacity of a country to receive and successfully absorb migrants, etc.,... is: 
Aaopcvx^o^, Avaaxaaioq, Ztcouppr) AXcoop. To dppoypoccpLKd kccl to 
pETavaoTEVTLKO npopXripa zfjc; 'EAAaSaq, ck 5. npaypaxda, AOqva, 2016. 

And for some geopolitical and historical context in the form of a newspaper 
column/article, from someone with whom one can, not infrequently, disagree, 
but, overall, can only admire and love, and in a newspaper which more often 
than not seems like a mouthpiece of perhaps up to four foreign Embassies -1 
wonder if any m???? is involved? (of course, I know not, and I'm just widely 
speculating, so my "baseless assertion" can be totally ignored...) - as well as 
peddling all sorts of "anti-nationalistic" one world, global village Ideological 
Garbage and Nonsense (it "just happens" that I never notice GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE crystal(lisation)s, accumulations and concentrations of 
forms of Power, but I always notice how "inherently Evil" our opponents 
are...), whilst retaining a renowned "philosopher" for the sake of "democracy" 
and "viewpoint plurality"... of course, the relative freedom and diversity of 
opinion is admittedly better than in the former Soviet Union, etc.,... (the 
Comment by Eiropoc; Kava(36(; probably makes some valid points too): 

http://www.kathimerini.gr/971342/opinion/epikairothta/politikh/erwthsh- 

diaygestata-eyrwpaikh?temp-new-window-replacement=true 


And a sample of geopolitical analysis at the level of 
"master class" with a focus on what a minor or middle 
Power is faced with (so this should be, mutatis mutandis - 
every case as we know has its own peculiarities etc. of 
high interest to Australians, Canadians and other 
citizens/readers of minor or (minor-)middle Powers]. It 
will be worth your while getting it translated into English! 
Combine it with the study of Thucydides, Clausewitz, Aron, 
Morgenthau, Waltz, H. Bull, Mearsheimer, P.K., et al., and 
you'll be well on your way to "growing a brain" and cutting 
the BULLSHIT\\\: 






https://slpress.gr/ethnika/oi-igemonikes-dynameis-o- 

erdogan-kai-o-ellinismos/?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 


THIS immediately below is also a serious analysis and not Mickey Mouse 
Bullshit - we're roughly saying the same things on at least some key matters -, 
and whilst not everything is necessarily agreed upon, the main gist definitely 
is, and of course the tone of the author is appropriate, serious, patriotic in 
respect of his Nation, i.e. of the current pre-eminent but relatively, macro- 
historically declining Power and Hegemon, whereas my tone is, quite on 
purpose, that of a literary persona "Madman", who probably says or might be 
saying a lot of Truths, but has not been in the Empire of his Tribe (very 
broadly defined) for about 30 generations, and whose Tribe is facing TOTAL 
WIPE-OUT: 

http://nationalinterest.org/feature/america-must-choose-between-trade- 

war-or-north-korea-deal-24572/page/0/2?temp-new-window- 

replacement-true 


E^vnaKOVETai! AKopa Kai va (paivovrai oXa 
r EXEiaipEva, VEKpa, onov vnapxEi (airj, imapxEi dyaivf, 
ogth; opaii; dnaiTEiKai (tovXccxigtov Spapi) viovio!). 
'O kocOeic;, dvaXoyax; rcov LKavorijraiv rov SlSel t rjv 
Mdxtjv. "Exovpev tie! EnavEiXrjppEvax;: 6 MiATidSrjc;, 6 
AsaiviSa^ 6 OeplgtokXt]^, 6 nvppoq, 6 BocgiXeloi; B', 6 
KavTaKov^ijvoc;, 6 IlaXaioXoyoc;, 6 rspoc;, 6 A lcckoc;, 6 
(dpapTOiXdf;) TlanaipXEGGac;, 6 KapaiGKaKrjq,... oi 
EXevOepol noXiopKTipEvoi... oi (npo)nannovS£(; paq 
Gxd 8id(popa Met am a toiv nayKOGpiaiv noXepaiv 
(npOGamiKGx; e'xo) TpEiq), to 1940, to 1919-1922 
(dGipaXax; Kai e% dvTiOETOv), 6 YlXaoTijpac;, 6 TlavXoc; 
MeXccc;,... togol Kai togol... cpaiTL^ovv rov Apopov [KL “ q 

Siau70av6p£0a otl o\a TiavE xapeva Slotl elvocl ttAeov apya) 









AT THE END OF THE DAY: I WOULD NEVER, EVER, EVER 
MAKE "SOCIAL MEDIA AND ANY OTHER REAL-LIFE 
APPEARANCES" OR ENGAGE WITH "SCHOLARLY" (= 
MOSTLY "MICKEYMOUSE" - Betty Boop "peer reviews" 
Elmer Fudd, Porky Pig etc.) JOURNALS, LET ALONE THE 
MASS MEDIA. P.K. r S THOUGHTS ON SOCIAL COHESION 
AND SOCIAL ORDER, ANOMIE, AND (as few as they are, 
also on) RACES/PEOPLES/ETHNE ETC., HAVE BEEN OR 
ARE BEING REVEALED IN THE TRAN SLA TIONSI HA VE 
PRODUCED AND AM PRODUCING, AND, I HAVE ALSO 
HAD MY SAY THROUGHOUT THIS SITE. I SUGGEST TO 
PEOPLE ONLY THIS: HAVE A VERY CAREFUL, LINE-BY- 
LINE READ OF AT LEAST, INTER ALIA, "PLANETARY 
POLITICS...", as well as "THEPOLITICAL IN THE20TH 
CENTURY" (when translated later in 2018 or in 2019) - 
and "Theory of War - Summary Notes" if you dare 
(ignoring my comments), UNDERSTAND AND ABSORB 
WHAT THOSE TEXTS and NOTES ARE SAYING, AS WELL 
AS ARTICLES BY BRZEZINSKI (YES, EVEN HIM! HIS "LAST 
WORDS" ARE LIKE A CORRECTIVE OR ATONEMENT FOR 
ALL THE YEARS OF MADNESS)/ MEARSHEIMER/M. 
LIND/A. LIEVEN/L. GOLDSTEIN ET AL. REFERRED TO 
ON THIS SITE, AND YOU FIGURE OUT FOR 
YOURSELVES WHAT YOUR NORMATIVE-POLITICAL 
POSITIONS SHOULD BE. YOU CAN TOTALLY DISMISS 
WHAT I HAVE TO SAY, BUT YOU CANNOT BUT 
SERIOUSLY REFLECT UPON WHAT P.K. WROTE, AND 
OTHER DEADLY SERIOUS (NOT "DAFFY DUCK" OR 
"GOOFY") ANAL YSTS SUCH AS H. MORGENTHA U/ K. 
WALTZ/H. BULL ET AL., IN ADDITION TO THOSE 
REFERRED TO ABOVE, ET AL.. 





DON'T BE A RETARD : IF YOU LOOK 
THROUGH THIS PAGE WHEN YOU 
SHOULDN'T, IT COULD BE THAT THE 
"CRAZY MAN'S" MESSAGE IS THAT 
UTOPIAN FANTASIES OF TOTAL POWER 

AND CONTROL AND 
DOMINANCE ULTIMATELY END UP IN 
(SOMETHING LIKE) THE EXACT 
OPPOSITE OF WHAT WAS INITIALLY 
INTENDED AND EXPECTED t ALLS0CIETIESCHANGE 

BUT THINGS ARE NOW SPINNING OUT OF CONTROL - AND YOU WILL 
(EVENTUALLY - THE PROCESS HAS ALREADY STARTED) LOSE CONTROL,... AND WE 
SHALL ALL LOSE (APART FROM THE INSANITY IN MOST OF EUROPE, AS THE 
WORLD MOVES FURTHER AND FURTHER AND FURTHER INTO THE 21ST 
CENTURY AND 22ND CENTURY, THE USA IS POSSIBLY HEADING TOWARDS BREAK 
UP INTO A HISPANIC SOUTH-WESTERN PART AND WHO KNOWS WHAT ELSE; 
AUSTRALIA IS MOVING TOWARDS POSSIBLE ABSORPTION BY AN ASIAN POWER 
OR COMBINATION OF ASIAN POWERS (WHEREAS C. 1960 NO-ONE COULD EVEN 
DREAM OF SUCH AND OTHER SCENARIOS - THOUGH THE COLD WAR PRODUCED 
OTHER FORMS OF COLLECTIVE HYSTERIA ("Yellow Peril" scaremongering 
when at that time it wasn't really even a remote possibility...)) - FOR WHAT? SO 
THAT THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY CAN DANCE, DANCE, DANCE AND PRODUCE 
FILTH AND ANOMIE, ANOMIE AND FILTH - FOR THAT IS ITS HOUSE OF SATAN 
ABILITY AND CULTURAL LEVEL, COLLECTIVELY SEEN, NOTWITHSTANDING ALL 
THE (NOT A FEW) EXCEPTIONS... WELL DONE, PEOPLE OF "SUPERIOR 
INTELLIGENCE" - THERE IS DEFINITELY A MISSING LINK SOMEWHERE... AND THE 
RESULT OF THE MASS INSANITY AND THE COLLECTIVE LOBOTOMY - FORMS OF 
DYSGENICS (IN THE NAME OF "ANTI-RACISM") AND DEVOLUTION... WELL DONE, 
10 POINTS... (MEAD AND BENEDICT (i.e. at least in part BOAS) "OVERSHOT THE 
MARK" MEANS THAT SOCIOLOGISM = IDEOLOGICAL RETARDISM; 
(EVOLUTIONARY) BIOLOGY IS A REAL COMPONENT OF HUMANS AND SOCIOLOGY 
ACKNOWLEDGES BIOLOGY AND INCORPORATES ITS FINDINGS TO THE EXTENT 
THAT IT IS RELEVANT AND APPROPRIATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CONCRETE 
SITUATION, CASES ETC. UNDER INVESTIGATION (AND NO-ONE HERE IS TALKING 



ABOUT ANY KIND OF "PURITY" OR ENFORCED "EUGENICS" - BUT! THE 
MALLEABILITY, FLEXIBILITY AND THE DIVERSITY, it could be respectfully 
submitted, "NEEDS" TO BE CAREFULLY MANAGED UP TO A REASONABLE AND NOT 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE EXTENT (incl. strict immigration and emigration 
controls, a recognition of e.g. a 70% or 80% or 90% or 95% etc., as the case may 
be, relatively racial (broadly defined) and or broader ethnological basis for very 
long-term social cohesion, along with a general Education and Culture based on a 
people's historical achievements and aspects of Continuity, the traditional 
patriarchal Family as the Bedrock of Society in order to have adequate (relatively 
white for the European or European-based region or former colony in question) 
indigenous ethnological/racial birthrates (i.e Collective Rights of Cultural and 
Ethnological/Racial (broadly defined) Continuity TRUMP Satanic Circus Monkey 
Rights of Divide and Rule and Mass Intensified Atomisation based on the 
smashing of Hearth, Family, Religion and Patria - that's how EVIL the Satanic 
Circus Monkey is... so that it can Seal the Borders of its Satanic Circus Monkey 
Compound... whilst spreading Physical and Mental Diseases on a mass scale by 
promoting all sorts of DEGENERACY and Monkey "Cultures"...), etc., - SO THAT 
EVEN IF THERE'S A CIVIL WAR, THERE IS REASON TO CONTINUE AGAIN LATER (as 
in the case of more than/about 2,000 to 4,000 years of Greek and Chinese and 
Japanese and Korean and Vietnamese, etc. History), whereas CIVIL STRIFE 
(Heightened Anomie) and CIVIL WAR in relatively multi-racial and multi-cultural 
Societies = CHAOS, and probably next to NO CHANCE of RECOVERY... RETARDS!!!). 

WHAT HAS HAPPENED SINCE THE 1960s BUT ESPECIALLY THE 1990s IS 
ABSOLUTE HYPER-INDIVIDUALISTIC HEDONISTIC-CONSUMERISTIC NARCISSISTIC 
COMPLETE AND UTTER MADNESS, AND SOCIETIES-FRANKENSTEIN CAN ONLY END 
UP IN HORROR SHOWS... I HOPE THE CHINESE AND JAPANESE, WHOM I RESPECT 
GREATLY, ARE AWARE OF THIS (SO FAR IT SEEMS THAT THEY ARE)). AND OF 
COURSE IF THE WRONG CHOICES ARE MADE, THANKS LARGELY OR GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY, AT ANY RATE, TO YOU KNOW WHO, THERE MAY NOT BE 
ANY KIND OF SOCIETY IN (LARGE PARTS OF) THE WEST. "NUTTY PROFESSOR" 
K?????IS (NEVER REFERRED TO BY P.K. FOR UNDERSTANDABLE REASONS 
(because he really does make some "loony" assertions!) SAYS NUCLEAR WAR 
DEFINITELY IS ON BY 2030 (by which time the Prof, will probably be (near) 
dead!) -1 OBVIOUSLY CAN'T CONFIRM THAT OR EVEN STATE IT'S A REASONABLE 
FORECAST, BUT IT IS NOT AN (OR A TOTAL) IMPOSSIBILITY... THE *****FOR 
STRATEGY OF "CAUSE OUR ENEMIES, STATES OF PERMANENT CHAOS" IS 
BASICALLY WHAT IS GRADUALLY HAPPENING WITHIN THE WEST ITSELF - NOT 
ONLY IS THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY EVIL, IT IS TOTALLY INSANE AS WELL 
(WHILST PSYCHOPATHOLOGISING OTHERS!!!) - THE RETARDED SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY IS THUS TOTALLY INCAPABLE OF THINKING CONSISTENTLY LOGICALLY, 
CLEARLY AND RESPONSIBLY - FOR GENETICALLY/CULTURALLY IT IS STUCK ON 
IMMEDIATE IMPULSE GRATIFICATION AND UNFETTERED STRIVING AFTER MORE 
AND MORE AND MORE WEALTH AND FORMS OF POWER... BY DEFINITION IT IS 
HUBRIS PERSONIFIED, AND OF COURSE THE INNOCENT OF ALL WALKS OF LIFE 
ARE GOING TO GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY SUFFER...'* 




AND FOR THE LAST TIME: P.K.'s WORK, 
IF YOU CAN ACTUALLY UNDERSTAND IT 
IN THE ENGLISH TRANSLATIONS (= NOT 
AN EASY MATTER, REQUIRING A LOT OF 
TIME,... AND NOTE THAT MOST PEOPLE 
WHO TRY READING HIM IN GERMAN OR 
GREEK DON'T GET THE FULL PICTURE...), 
WILL ONLY EVER BE FOR THE VERY 
FEW. SOCIETIES AND THE WORLD WILL 
GO ABOUT THEIR WAYS, INCL. THE 
VARIOUS (GROSSLY UNEQUAL) 
DISTRIBUTIONS OF FORMS OF POWER, 
CONFLICTS, WARS, CO-OPERATION, 
COMEDIES, TRAGEDIES, ETC., AND 
ABSOLUTELY CONSISTENT SCIENTIFIC 
OBSERVATION WILL BE A DISCREET 
PLEASURE FOR THE VERY FEW WHO 
CAN REACH AND SAVOUR IT. THE 
POLITICAL, BY DEFINITION, IS ABOUT 
VALUES AND NORMS ETC. AND 
THEREFORE CANNOT BE A SPHERE OF 
HUMAN ACTIVITY WHICH P.K.'s WORK 
CAN ENTER, BUT ONLY IN MUTILATED 
AND GROSSLY ALTERED FORM. ANYONE 



WHO APPROACHES ME EITHER FROM all 
of "THE RIGHT", all of "THE CENTRE" OR 
all of "THE LEFT", GETS A "PISS OFF!" OR 
A "F??? OFF!". AND THAT'S THE WAY IT 
HAS TO BE. IN THE MEANTIME, WE CAN 
(PRETEND TO) HAVE SOME FUN, WHILST 
ALWAYS STAYING WITHIN THE BOUNDS 
OF THE LAW AND NOT SEEKING ANY 
CHANGE APART FROM IN OUR DREAMS 
AND FANTASIES... CHANGE WILL 
HAPPEN ANYWAY, AND NO MATTER 
HOW STRONG ONE POWER THINKS IT IS, 
OTHERS WILL (EVENTUALLY) COME 
AFTER IT AND DEFEAT IT... UNTIL THE 
NEXT VICTORY AND DEFEAT... UNTIL... 

THIS PAGE AND ALL MY 
"TEXTS and WRITINGS” 
WITHIN THIS SITE 
ARE DEFINITEL Y NO T EXAM 
PLES OF ABSOLUTELY 
CONSISTENT SOCIAL 



SCIENCE - P.K. 's TEXTS 

! ( SINCE THEY WANT TO RETAIN AND OR 


INCREASE THEIR PRIVILEGES, SUPREMACY AND 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF 
POWER, THEYWILL NEVER, EVER, EVER ENGAGE IN 
REALLY CONSISTENT SOCIAL SCIENCE, BUT AT BEST 
IN PSEUDO- OR QUASI- SCIENCE, BUT FAR MORE 
OFTEN, IN OUTRIGHT BULLSHIT (IDEOLOGY, 
OBFUSCATION, DIVIDE AND RULE SATANISM), 
BECAUSE THAT'S WHO THEY ARE... (ALL PEOPLE IN 
ALL SOCIETIES IN POSITIONS OF FORMS OF RELATIVE 
POWER DO THE SAME; THE PROBLEM FOR ME IS 
THAT MY TRIBE IS EFFECTIVELY DEAD, AND THEY ARE 
STILL RIDING A WAVE UNTIL...) 


MnopEi Kai va ExovpEV anoOdvEi, aXka rov Earavav 
Kai r rjv ZaravoTGipKopa'ipov rov Sev vnrjpETOvpEV, 


noTEq 


111 [[this means, idiot, that if P.K. were ever widely distributed in English it would only 


be to serve Satan and his Satanic Circus Monkey...]] 


Eixap£v 5u6fiuiixiAia8£<; xpo via X w piS> Y£viko><;, va 
pa<; Kupi£U£i Kai va pa<; A<pavx£U£i 6 Eaxavca; Kait| 
Aaxrjpia xou. Mf|v £iaai aav axopo TtX£OV£Kxrp;. To 
S ovoXo xo 8iko pa<; 8£v ^£Tt£pvi£xai. Xaaou axo 
SovoXiko pac; Ba0o<;/Ba0o<; axooc; Ala)va<; xa>v 

Auovaiv, Aprjv! 


MORE THAN TWENTY MILLION 


HELLENES. RHOMIOI. 

GREEKS (EAAHNIZONTEE) 
THROUGHOUT THE COURSE OF MORE 
THAN 3,000 YEARS HAVE BEEN LOST BY 
WAY OF TOTAL ASSIMILATION INTO 
OTHER CULTURES (e.g. Persianism, 
Turkish Islamism, (Zio-)Americanism, 
etc.) (MHAIZONTEE, TOYPKEYONTEE, 
AMEPIKANOniOHKIZONTEE r\ 
AMEPIKANOMOYNOnANA) OR BY BEING 
MASSACRED (by Persians, Arab and 
Turkish Mohammedans, Germans, et al.) 
(0YMATA OAOKAYTOMON). OUR DEAD 
IS OUR PROBLEM, AND OF COURSE 
PRIMARILY OUR RESPONSIBILITY FOR 
NOT PREVENTING OUR DEATHS. 

WE LOVE AND HONOUR AND REVERE OU 
R DEAD. YOUR DEAD, SATAN AND 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, 

IS YOUR problem, so fuck 
OFF disgusting, revolting, sick- 


TO-THE-CORE, IRREDEEMABLY EVIL 












SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, BECAUSE ONE 
DAY, SOONER (within a few decades) OR 
LATER (e.g. after the turn of the next 
century) YOUR TURN WILL COME, 

AND YOU. CURSED AND 
ANATHEMATISED AS YOU 
ARE, WILL DIE DIE DIE " N ° ° a 

ideological programme is being suggested or connoted or advocated whatsoever. 
It is History which teaches that Those who Take Too Much will (eventually) Loose 
Much, Very Much... for it is the way of Humans, ALL HUMANS...) 


SCIENCE QUA SCIENCE, SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATION QUA SCIENTIFIC 
OBSERVATION (I.E. THE PERSON ENGAGED IN THEM) COULD NOT GIVE A 
RAT'S ARSE ABOUT GOD, SATAN, THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, LIKES, 
DISLIKES, SEXISM, RACISM, GENOCIDES,... THIS PAGE, THIS SITE ETC., 
APART FROM DESCRIBING AND EXPLAINING THEM AND WHAT THEY 
CAN DESCRIBE AND EXPLAIN. THIS PAGE IS NOT ABOUT SCIENCE. IT IS 
NOT ABOUT P.K.. IT IS ABOUT SPECIFIC LIFE AND DEATH, CULTURE, 
IDENTITY, GROUPS AND INDIVIDUALS, LOVE AND HATE. WHAT I LOVE, 
YOU HATE - IN ALL THE INFINITE GRADATIONS OF LIKE/LOVE AND 
DISLIKE/HATE - (OR ARE INDIFFERENT TO). WHAT YOU HATE, I LOVE - 
IN ALL THE INFINITE GRADATIONS OF LIKE/LOVE AND DISLIKE/HATE - 

(OR AM INDIFFERENT TO). 


I DO NOT PERMIT EVER, AND WILL NEVER EVER 
PERMIT, THE DISGUSTING, REVOLTING SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY TO TELL ME OR TO IMPOSE ONTO ME 
WHAT MY VALUES AND LIKES/DISLIKES SHOULD 
BE [THOUGH FOR THE SAKE OF LESSENING 






ANOMIE ; 

EVERYONE SHOULD 

OBEY AND ABIDE BY THE 

] 

LAW AS I D0...1... 





Apart from Descent (Race), Culture (Ethnos), Language and Agreeing on 
Everything pertaining to the Scientific Observation of Human Affairs 
(History, Social Ontology, Anthropology, Sociology, "Philosophy", 
"Psychology",...), the Author (P.K.) and the Translator (C.F.), have 
Absolutely Nothing in Common [TIP: P.K. was much more "aristocratic" 
as to tastes, whereas C.F. is much more "boorish", like a Peasant or 
Proletarian]. 

Whatever is on this Page, and anything else not Written 

bv P.K. (and accurately translated into English) within 

this Site, has Absolutely Nothing to do with P.K.!!! 


THIS PAGE IS A SAFESPACE 

active cordon sanitaire towards the outside) HELLENES 

GREEKS, ROMANS, R(H)OM(IOI) OF THE 
THIRD MAIN HISTORICAL PHASE OF 

HELLENISM P art ^ cu ^ ar *y f° r their offspring and descendants in 


the Diaspora and also in Greece, who do not know Greek and Greek 
Culture and History well or at all) |p YOU ARE A FOE OF 

HELLENISM UNTIL c. 1950-1990 THEN 
GO AWAY!!! THIS PAGE IS NOT FOR 

YOU!!! 


(Scientifically (sociologically-historically) seen, the Fourth Main or Post-Modern 
Historical Phase of Hellenism now underway, is a phase of Hellenism, but in my 











subjective matter of taste view, it has been so Infected and Diluted by the Satanic 
Circus Monkey that it only has Value in retaining some, ever so few, remnants of 

the Third Main Historical Phase...) 


THIS PAGE IS A PLACE OF LOVE FOR OUR 
COLLECTIVE HISTORY AND COLLECTIVE 
IDENTITY (VERY BROADLY 
DEFINED) AWAY FROM THE REPULSIVE, 
DISGUSTING, HATE OF THE SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY!!! 




ioannis-kapodistrias.blogspot.gr 


THE SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY IS STRICTLY 
PROHIBITED FROM 
ENTERING THIS SAFE 
SPACE!!! 

YIlArE omsn MOY 
EATANA!!! 
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WE DO NOT NEED ANY OF YOUR DISGUSTING SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY CULTURAL GARBAGE AND 
REVOLTING RUBBISH!!! WE NEVER EVER TURN YOU 
ON, WE ALWAYS SELECT THE CULTURE WE LOVE AND 
SAY LOUD AND CLEAR TO YOU: "FUCK YOU!!! EVIL 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY WITH YOUR SICK, NON¬ 
STOP DEGENERACY AND OUT OF CONTROL 
LOBOTOMY... TOTALLY DISPROPORTIONATE, 
TOTALLY ASYMMETRICAL, TOTALLY SICK AND EVIL 
LIKE YOUR VERY NATURE, SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY!!! THE SOONER YOU DIE YOUR MISERABLE 
DEATH (WHICH WILL DEFINITELY HAPPEN ONE DAY) 
THE BETTER!!! EVIL, DISGUSTING, TOO UGLY TO 
DESCRIBE, SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, FILLED WITH 
TOTAL/MTE", WICKED VENOM AND TOTAL EVIL!!!" 


(Dialogue with Satan: Satan Says: "Whether it's (certain groups on) the 
Extreme Trotskyist Left and or various groups of ANT??? (e.g. support, inter 
alia, for total "forced full spectrum and complete racial integration (except in 
the ?????? Quarter of course)", permanently "Open Borders" (except for a 
particular country, of course), the promotion of "totally free" 

sexual intercourse between adults and "consenting" 
children, as well as support for ISIS against the Kurds even 
though I am using the ????? for other purposes as 

well. ) anc f a P art from widespread publicly and universally promoted 

homosexuality and transexuality, incl. through easily accessible free porn and 
"games" on the internet ("do exercise your parental responsibilities with care 
and love whilst working two or three jobs for a lifetime to pay off your 
MacMansion which can be destroyed by a Gang of "New 

Citizens" Home Invaders within about 15 minutes - and 
you'll be lucky if you and your children are not 
permanently maimed, raped, etc.), the total information 
gathering and policing of everyone through the Internet 





and its FaceBooks etc., to the "reasonable and sensible" 
(usually two) "mainstream parties of government" and 
widespread divorces, marriage and family breakdown, 
almost universal Depression "treated" by prescribed and 
other medications, and of course "the psychologists", for 
the sake of ending "toxic masculine domestic violence", 
and to wholesale Indoctrination of all children in 
"Education Systems", to people who are allowed to speak 
Truths, but only to the Few - to let off Steam... (to the Herd, 
only approved notions and discourses are allowed), all the 
way to the Extreme/Far Right ("because it is in my 
"nature" to be present everywhere as a "Friend"),... 
whether the positions held contradict each other or not, 
and whether the Confusion and Chaos and Pandemonium 
spurned is spinning exactly as I want it to (Milton is very 
interesting reading on this and other points), the fact is 
that I and my Embassies will be THERE (including for the 
funding of (the said and other) Extremists and or Anything 
that Suits my Grand Plans, which Often go Astray and 
Eventually will Go up in Flames), youthful "enthusiasm" 
will be channeled in ways which can never affect me, and 
YOU won't be able to escape me" (- that's the "dialogue"! 
AND That's All FOLKS!) - this of course raises the 
interesting question of conflict in all societies and how and 
when each and every historical social formation 
eventually breaks down, and transitions (even over 
centuries) to something else... BUT Satan would add: "I'm 
going to lessen freedom of speech more and more and 
more (already many or most young people fully agree with 
me), I'm going to push for total "gun control" (which 
means I get to kill whomever I want when I want whilst 
there is a climate of generalised anomic terror, cf. Mexico, 
etc.), and I'll eventually get a microchip into everyone, SO I 



shall RULE forever". And so the Age of the Trans-Human 
Zombie (with roots taking shape in the European West 
itself esp. from the 18th century, to c. 1900, to the Roaring 
Twenties, to Elvis Presley and the Beatles,... as much as we 
love so much from all those eras), has arrived, and P.K.'s 
social ontology will have to be altered??? (of course it 
won't have to be "anything", because it simply won't 
exist...) -1 would add though, that none of this means that 
Spengler was right apart from the obvious fact that 
Everything Born, Lives, and then Dies...) 



The Fundamental Division (with all its multifarious nuances, degrees and 
manifestations) in all Human Societies (Good-Evil, God-Satan, Friend-Foe). Without it 
there is no Culture, no Social Disciplining, Nothing Human. Of course, the way it works, 



is portrayed and how it is understood is a matter of historically situated Time and 
Place... 

In this Hellenic Safe Space, we Curse, Anathematise, Kai Mouvx^obvoupe Satan and his 
Satanic Circus Monkey... and pray to God, Christ and the Virgin Mary for Justice, Fairness 
and a world Rid of Satan and his Satanic Circus Monkey!!! 

[As much as we can disagree about many things, overall we're on the same Losing Team 
-1 love this man, he is a Good Man, and, whilst using different words, we're pretty much 
saying the same thing (all to no avail - whether this or that reference/argument in the 
article is right or wrong etc. is not significant, it is the main point that 
counts...): http://www.kathimerini.gr/968716/opinion/epikairothta/politikh/oloklhr 
wtismos-new-style?temp-new-window-replacement=true ] 

Anything can (and will) "disappear" from the internet (and not only from the internet) 
in a split second (as if being published in book form guarantees posterity anyway!!! For 
whom? For what?), so that the millions in cities who have no real survival skills, when 
push comes to shove, won't stand a chance... and then just watch the APE (= ANOMIE) 
go APE, APE, APE!!! They've got us where they want us... why is Shane (1953) such a 
beautiful movie? On the other hand, it's so, so easy to Romanticise the Past and 
Overlook all its problems in each and every respective situation... (and a movie is a 
movie, after all, - which might happen to refer to some aspects of (past) reality in a 
concrete situation, or to some aspects of the human condition more generally... Sansho 
the Bailiff (1954) is the Ultimate Experience...)... 

[How about this for some wild speculation: Conze would never have been appointed 
Professor, and probably not Koselleck either, in West Germany, if the USA did not allow 
West German elites to staff their (entire) state apparatus with people, one way or 
another, connected with the national-socialistic regime, because what was needed at 
that time was strong Cold War anti-communism. It follows, though, that the aforesaid 
Professors would never become duly recognised (even at all) in the English-speaking 
world, along with Brunner et al., notwithstanding the incredibly high standard of much 
of their scientific-historical work, because a vindictive, vicious, utterly disgusting lying 
mob amongst its elites (historically hated, sooner or later, by all peoples) is more or 
less, or at least grossly disproportionately, running things and could not care less about 
science (though they might like "science" when it suits them). What is interesting is that, 
whichever way you look at it, inch the way Professors are appointed e.g. with Secret 
Services and other particularistic/Tribal "Deep State" etc. involvement all over the 
Western world, even in countries like Italy,... the West under USA tutelage still 
provided/provides (far) more relative freedoms than either the communistic or 
national-socialistic regimes - and that is a FACT.] 

[All, some or none of the following might be wrong, including the interesting (first) 
comment: https://trad-news.blogspot.com/2018/06/kim-grants-trump-permission-to- 
shrink.html?temp-new-window-replacement=true. BUT the Reality is that, sooner or 
later, one way or another, the USA will HAVE TO cede 

territory/power/influence/hegemony to China in China's sphere of influence (which we 
don't know up to where it shall eventually extend and to what varying degrees...) 
because the STARK REALITY is that in a Nuclear Conflagration, China, all things being 
(roughly) equal technologically, HAS ALREADY WON - "Fuck YOU, WhiteDevil(Yuk)Man! 






YOU bomb me, I lose 500,000,000,1 BOMB YOU, YOU LOSE 100,000,000 and I WON 
HANDS DOWN FUCK-FACE! (I still have a ONE FIST race-based NATION of at least 
600,000,000 and YOU "have" A PIECE OF MIXED SHIT CESSPOOL that not even a 
RETARD could call a NATION,... with your BRILLIANT, of "superior" intelligence, pro- 
GLOBALISATION and pro-HUMAN RIGHTS "LEADERSHIP"!!!! HAHAHAHAHA... Here, 
Have a Fortune Cookie, like the one in Get Smart..."). Personally, I ALWAYS RESPECT 
ANCIENT CULTURES AND PEOPLES WITH A PERMANENT HOMELAND. NOMADS ARE 
(THEY ACT AND THINK) COMPARATIVELY LIKE ANIMALS... AND this article in Greek, 
by a self-proclaimed Marxist journalist, probably contains a lot more truths than it does 
errors, on the whole: https://www.analvstsforchange.org/2018/06/blog¬ 
post 397.html?temp-new-window-replacement=true ] 

[A fairly to very high standard for an approx. 900-word article (in 
Greek): https://slpress.gr/politiki/i-sygxroni-ellniki-tragodia-den-echei- 
diexodo/?temp-new-window-replacement=true ] 

n 

[IF I WERE CHINESE (June 2018) (some points might be exaggerated somewhat BUT 
the Reality is that if a Nation, a People, a State, an Ethnos, a Race etc. are NOT GOOD 
ENOUGH to DEFEND FULLY THEIR TERRITORY and CULTURE, then they are 
FUCKED...)...: If I were Chinese I'd be getting My People ready for the BIG " FUCK 
YOU" !!! Who on earth, I wonder who, was GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY involved 
in Addicting MY PEOPLE to Opium (i.e. making MY PEOPLE addicted to Opium), along 
with the British/WhiteDevilMan, from about 150+ years ago? I wonder who? Who could 
that be? (and by the way if I were Black, I'd be VERY, VERY MAD as well. I wonder who? 
Who?... was GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY involved in the SLAVE TRADE. I wonder 
WHO? Furthermore: I wonder WHO? WHO?... was GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY 
involved in the SLAVE TRADE of Enslaved White Christians from all over Southern 
Europe being Sold by the Millions to Mohammedans over a number of centuries? I 
WONDER WHO? WHO? (and now that e.g. (at least one of) 

Germany/E.U./Turkey/NATO/USA/France/Italy/Albania is going to "Protect" former 
Greece's borders, whilst having with the FULL Collusion of "Greek" politicians and large 
segments of the TOTALLY LOBOTOMISED POPULATION flooded the former Greece with 
millions of TOTALLY INCOMPATIBLE-UNASSIMILABLE Mohammedan/African/Asian 
INVADERS/OCCUPIERS/BEARERS of CRIME and ANOMIE and/or "refugees",... i.e. at 
least one of the aforesaid Powers is going to BREAK the northern part of former Greece 
away from the "Greek" State "for Humanitarian Reasons", e.g. after MASSIVE 
OUTBREAKS of all sorts of APE ANOMIE and APE VIOLENCE (or for some other 
"Reason"), which have already begun, by the way... whilst a particular country won't 
even "host" 40,000, let alone 80,000+ etc. of them!!! (with NGOs (inch those which "Just 
Happen" to "just happen" to be from a particular "friendly" country, etc. playing their 
"humanitarian" ROLE inch in islands near Turkey destined to become Turkey's or ???)... 
all in the name of "HUMANITY",... whilst a certain Group will "just happen" to also be 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY involved in a certain City, as well as in Cyprus and 
Crete and God only knows where else... (by the way, if a Greek politician so much as 
refers to a certain Group and their long-standing Historical Demonstrable EVIL and 
HATE and TOTAL SATANIC ANTI-HELLENISM, a particular call from a particular 
Embassy or Embassies ensures "serious" politicians (just like a "serious academic" e.g. 
at a University something like Stanford? or Cambridge?, or, a Serious "Daily Newspaper 
of Record" with an ex-Euro"communist" (what the fuck is that apart from a Champagne 








"Socialist"?) Editor and Serious Newspaper-Man....), IMMEDIATELY - no questions asked 
- expel the politician from the Party who made the "naughty" reference 
(notwithstanding "Freedom of Speech" etc.)... politicians, by the way, who obviously do 
not care at all about, and do nothing for, "their" country but BETRAY IT, and are at the 
beck and call of (Zio-)USA, Germany, Turkey itself, etc.... = a country with absolutely NO 
FUTURE, and a Historical PEOPLE NOW EFFECTIVELY DEAD...))... SO I wonder who 
(GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY) controls what? I wonder... Who did you say that 
was? WHO? WHO? WHO?.. SO IF I WERE CHINESE... I'D BE GETTING MY PEOPLE 
READY FOR THE BIG "FUCK YOU"!!! ! [And now for some more "Humour"/Variation 
on a Theme/Take Two: if Mao were alive today and Chairman (and all of YOU are very 
fortune cookie lucky Mao is not alive today and Chairman!!!), he would send Chou En Lai 
to the USA President so that good old Chou could tell the President: "You got 2 choice! 
Either you take a Little Bittie Big FUCK YOU!!! now and we Do Good China-USA Deal, or 
you no agree and we Send YOU the BIG BIG CHINA BIG TRADITION FUCK YOU!!!" To 
which of course the US President would reply: "I don't actually understand your 
Chinese, but we need to address the following "Human Rights" concerns...", which in 
effect means that Mao went on to lose 500,000,000 (or perhaps more realistically: 
50,000,000) of his people without really giving a Shit, whilst causing 200,000,000 (or 
perhaps more realistically: 20,000,000) casualties to the USA and Australia, which 
basically then became Two Massive SWAMPS or SWAMP-MONKEY LANDS... And then 
the rest of the world did Business with China on Chinese terms, whilst also 
rediscovering, where applicable, the value of having a largely (not necessarily 
exclusively) RACE-BASED NATION (not lagging behind (too much) technologically, or 
re: size, GDP, etc.) AND not GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY influenced, controlled,... 
by the Satanic Circus Monkey... talking all sorts of "Liberal World Order"/"Liberal 
Democracy"/the perhaps even more hilarious "Democratic Peace Theory" (another 
mask/cover for (Zio-)American Hegemony and fantasies of Ruling Forever... as if...) 
HAHAHAHAHA!!! NONSENSE (coming soon: Homo-Lesbo-Transoid Pacification Theory 
etc.)... that no sensible person with even an ounce of Common Sense would ever 
believe... EVER... DUH... DUH... DUH... How fucking RETARDED are all of you? VERY, 

VERY, VERY,... FUCKING RETARDED...] 

[The thought, almost certainly wrong, could cross one's mind: that if there is not a Hard 
Military Coup IMMEDIATELY, with an IMMEDIATE change of Alliance in favour of 
Russia and China, there is not going to be even a semblance of hope for the survival of 
the Greek State and Greek Nation. But such a thought has ABSOLUTELY NO BASIS in the 
Minds of "Greek" elites and in the Correlation of Forces - not of Yesterday, not of Today, 
and not of Tomorrow... and there's also this REALITY: if a country as nation-state does 
not meet objective criteria of survival (= robust demographics/economy/military/ 
culture/collective self-conviction etc.), then whether it is within Alliance A or Alliance B 
is irrelevant - both Alliances are capable of constituting a Geopolitical Framework for 
the Undermining or Abolishing of Oneself... i.e. for Committing Collective 
Euthanasia/Suicide...] 

[I note that during the Cold War, notwithstanding the rapid increase in hedonistic- 
atomistic consumerism and "degeneracy", from (jazz and Latin band music) to "rock 'n' 
roll" and "hard rock", blue jeans, TV, "free" sex, drug abuse and "getting high" entering 
the mainstream, individual rights to be a slut or a "degenerate" etc., etc., etc.,... there 
was, for obvious Geopolitical reasons still an emphasis on national or nation-state 
production and culture, inch tariffs etc., and it is NO ACCIDENT that Greece produced 



some brilliant "high and low" culture during the 1950s and 1960s, and increasingly less 
so from the 1970s, in music, film, literature, the visual arts, etc.. Once, however, again 
for Geopolitical reasons, (Zio-)USA pointed the way to "globalisation", the "degeneracy" 
and EthnoNihilism-CollectiveSuicideMania and National Euthanasia went out of control 
and now Greece produces next to nothing, comparatively speaking, in respect of Greek 
Children, Greek Goods and Greek Culture, Greek Collective Consciousness. For us, who 
have produced some of the greatest culture ever - subjectively seen of course - it really 
signals an END, with apparently NO PROSPECT of recovery, given the current state of 
affairs. SO without primarily blaming the SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, for the SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY does what it "has to do" in its own interests, and given that it is all 
effectively over for us, all I can do is CURSE and SWEAR and CURSE and SWEAR... and 
CURSE and CURSE and CURSE...] 

BUT ULTIMATELY, OVER THE VERY LONG RUN, ALL THAT MATTERS PRIMARILY ARE 
DEMOGRAPHICS AND COLLECTIVE CONSCIOUSNESS. IF A NATION'S OR GROUP'S 
DEMOGRAPHICS ARE COMPARATIVELY STRONG AND THE COLLECTIVE 
WILL/COMMON CULTURE ETC. IS STRONG, WHATEVER TERRITORY LOST TODAY, 
CAN BE TAKEN BACK TOMORROW (AND IN THE CASE OF MY 
NATION/GROUP/ETHNOS/RACE, THE DEMOGRAPHICS AND COLLECTIVE 
CONSCIOUSNESS ARE AT LEVELS FROM WHICH WE CAN, ALMOST CERTAINLY, NOT 
RECOVER, GIVEN WHA T ELSE IS HAPPENING AROUND US... FROM TURKEY AND 
ALBANIA AND GERMANY AND... TO THE (ZIO-)USA AND AFRICA AND ARABIA AND 
WEST ASIA AND THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY IN GENERAL)... 

[EVEN if you gain a few decades or longer, EVEN if you do shale oil this, technology, AI, 
monkey this and monkey THAT, the general TREND, one way or another, is 
that YOU ARE GOING DOWN, SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, and YOU ARE GOING DOWN, 
BIG TIME!!! SO if you GROW A BRAIN, YOU ARE GOING TO HAVE TO BACK DOWN and 
COMPROMISE... OTHERWISE what is left of the West goes down with you... THE 
SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY = THE DEATH OF THE WEST... If German and French elites 
had a brain, they'd be shifting themselves towards Russia and China and moving all of 
Europe with them, apart from building FORTRESS EUROPE and having Indigenous 
White European Mass Birthing Programmes and a full assimilation of non-Whites into 
Christian and or Secular European Culture = a Programme for LONG-TERM SURVIVAL, 
whereas today's trajectory = POSSIBLE COLLECTIVE SUICIDE WITHIN A FEW DECADES 
or century or so... incl. whilst BEING OVERRUN BY WAVES AND WAVES AND WAVES of 
APE ANOMIE, which is going to WIPE OUT a particular ethno-state not geographically in 
Europe, TOO...] 

[[WE FELL - APART FROM BECAUSE OF OURSELVES: ALWAYS BLAME YOURSELF 
FIRST AND FOREMOST! - BECAUSE OF THE 

FRANKS/LATINS/NORMANS/TEUTONS/MOHAMMEDAN ARABS ET AL„ AND THEN, 
THE MOHAMMEDAN OTTOMAN TURKS (AND ALWAYS ALSO BECAUSE OF OUR OWN 
TRAITORS AND INABILITY TO KEEP THEM IN LINE)... THEREAFTER, IT IS NO 
COINCIDENCE, SLOWLY, SLOWLY, MONKEY MONKEY, THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
WOVE AND WOVE AND WOVE ITS WAY THROUGH GENOA/ITALY, 
CROMWELL/ENGLAND, HOLLAND AND NORTHERN EUROPE (PROTESTANTISM, BUT 
NOT ONLY...), ACHIEVING GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE PROMINENCE IN ENGLAND 
AND FRANCE AND GERMANY AND ITALY AND... BY THE END OF THE NINETEENTH 
CENTURY,... AND THEN IT REALLY GOT GOING IN THE USA IN THE 20TH CENTURY = 




THE RABID, MAD CANCER THAT PARASITICALLY DESTROYS WHATEVER IT 
TOUCHES, BUT CAUSALLY IS IUST A PART OF A BIGGER PICTURE OF 
MERCANTILISM. INDUSTRIAL REVOLUTION. SECULARISATION. MASSIFICATION. 

ATOMISATION. URBANISATION. ETC.. ETC.. ETC. - ALL OF WHICH IS PURELY A 

WESTERN EUROPEAN PHENOMENON, MACRO-HISTORICALLY SEEN... SO. AND 
THIS IS VERY IMPORTANT. THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY IS NOT TO 
BLAME EUROPEANS, BASED, INTER ALIA, ON THE HETEROGONY OF ENDS, DID ALL 
THE EVIL TO THEMSELVES, WHICH LONG-TERM ENDS UP IN A DEVOLUTION BACK TO 
THE APE = STATE OF HEIGHTENED ANOMIE... THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY JUST 
JUMPED ON THE BANDWAGON AND "HELPED" STEER THINGS IN THE "RIGHT" 
DIRECTION... WHICH MEANS CHINESE DOMINANCE, IF THE CHINESE CAN PULL IT 
OFF, OR FULL SPECTRUM VICTORY OF THE APE = ANOMIE... OR, OF COURSE, 
SOMETHING IN BETWEEN AND OR MIXED IN WITH OTHER SCENARIOS... WELL DONE 
EUROPEANS, WELL DONE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY!!!]] Pou do realise,retard! cretin! moron! 

IMBECILE!, THAT SIMPLY BY CHANGING A FEW WORDS AND SYSTEMATISING THE LINE OF THOUGHT ETC., THE AFORESAID 
CONSTITUTES THE BASIS FOR SOME COMPELLING HISTORICAL SOCIOLOGY, I.E. SCIENCE? - IF YOU COMBINE WEBER WITH SOMBART 
AND THEN MIX IN SOME POLANYI, ARRIGHI, BRAUDEL, ETC., ETC., ETC.,... AND A LOT MORE AND FURTHER RESEARCH OF (CLUSTERS OF) 
FACTS AND FACTUAL CHAINS... GROSSO MODO, THAT'S WHAT TRANSPIRES... BUT THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, CURRENTLY RULING, 
ONLY CARES ABOUT ITS DOMINANCE - AND THAT IS UNDERSTANDABLE, FOR THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY IS HUMAN.]] 


THE CALM BEFORE THE STORM... 

Whatever You say About Others , Others can Say about You - Or Worse! But 

FACTS are FACTS and Causality can be a very Difficult matter Indeed... 

Satanic Circus Monkey says “nationalism” is “bad” in country Gr. or country 
It., but “excellent’ in country Is. or P. or even in a quasi-Nazi form in country 
U.! Well done Satanic Circus Monkey. You are really so credible!!! 
HAHAHAHAHA!!! 

So, Satanic Circus Monkey has one huge Advantage, and only one, because it 
is, Entirely Subjectively Seen as a Matter of Taste, Utterly Repulsive, 
Disgusting, and so, so, SO Ugly. The Advantage: much more Power, whose 
Tentacles Stretch with the (Zio-)USA Imperium all over the World, starting of 
course a number of centuries ago in (the Protestant/Puritan world broadly 
defined), i.e., Great Britain, France, the German-Dutch region, etc., based on 
Money and Usury and a whole lot of other related Stuff... distributing its 
Disgusting Filth (from the point of view e.g. of a pre-Industrial Revolution Real 
Conservative ), Everywhere... Maybe we cannot do anything about YOU, but 
one day Others WIFE, and for now we say: FUCK YOU!!! We are not going to 
Worship YOU, Ugly, Repulsive, Disgusting Daemon and Satanic Beast!!! 

Of course, we have the means to self-publish in De-Fuxe editions all of P.K.’s 
work translated into English, and distribute them all over the world - for what? 
So that Retards can make irrelevant and stupid comments? Or to just be another 
“profound thinker” amongst all the Satanic Circus Monkey (infected) 
Thinkers... HAHAHAHAHA!!! It’s up to another Power or other Powers to put 
the Satanic Circus Monkey in its Place... It’s not, and can’t be, up to us, 










insignificant Souls and Flesh that we are... Whatever you make in English 
which has a certain quality, rest assured the Satanic Circus Monkey will be 
there to Modify, Transform and or Corrupt it. For the Satanic Circus Monkey 
has something seriously WRONG in its DNA? and or its Behaviour, and I 
whilst that does not put IT outside of P.K.’s social-ontological/anthropological 
schema, it definitely makes the Satanic Circus Monkey a historically different, 
much loathed, despised, leper-like Group Manifestation of Satan... Satanic 
Leper - Stay Far, Far, FAR Away!!! 

To yayovog oxt koyou yapiv 6 'Opripog rjxo (/dav) dtaoripog, fj 6 ’EL6xr|<;, apKst. 
'H ®f|pr| 8ivai(x£kiKo5<;) 7r£paoxucfj, Kai depot) 6 £vonv£i8qxo<; £honv£l5qxo<; 7ravx 
a avriKEi dg xo ohvoko, xo X6voko,TO XYNOAO,... xox&; abxoi oi Mcyakot pag 
Avxi7rpooco7i£honv, Kai £pd<; oi ptKpoi anXtbq 7i£pvot)p£0£oiv dg xqv qprov ’Ekk 
Ax|oiav, Kai xro @£(p Ao£,a, Apf|v... 

Acoxapta (q a%£xucr| Travxoxc) oqpaiv£t oxt xov Saxava AEN xov £%£tc; avdyKq, 
Kav£ oxt 0£<g 8ta xovcaoxo oon, aa^extog av oi avayvraoxat ioov pqSfiv, f\ g£p 

IKOl... 

(7iokkoi 8 ev 7ip6K£ixat va dvauroxEg... capon novtXaq xo «ou6£piav cA7ri6av»)... 

r£vvqp£vo<; dg xqv £7ioxriv xoh Xaxavd, Kai 7i£xayp£VO(; dq xqv Xhxpa xoh Aia(3 
okon... Kaknx£pco<; vapriv h7iripxcxp£v, aXka h7rapxonp£v Kai 7iavxa n7iapxonv ai 
ptKpai 7rokhxtpai oxtypai pprov 7i£pav xrj<;SaxavoX£pohKka(;!... 

Max Weber, as always, is compelling “background reading” 
on that topic!!!... as well as on all of the world’s great... and then there is the 
Puritan-American nexus... just before the mass arrival of the you know 
who... HAHAHAHAHA!!! 

At the end of the day, the hypocrisy which (individuals, elites,... of) all peoples 
engage in - between what is preached as ideology and what happens for the 
purposes of self-interest - is only a “problem” if you Notice, and are Observing 
from the position of another Group, which is comparatively doing (much) worse 
= a form of envy, jealousy... but also the very human desire of wanting your 
Group to be something like where their Group is re: extent, though not 
necessarily the means, of Domination etc.,... or simply to have a Space in which 
We are FREE and THEY are not involved, incl. via all sorts of Third Parties... 

Just because the 70% to 100% Main Threat is T, it does not mean the D does 
not Exist or that the Satanic Circus Monkey over recent decades has not Played 
its Role TOO... (and always the Victim, whichever the Victim, is to blame for 
not being Prepared to Face REALITY... the “look at me, I am the Victim” 
whilst my elites exercise GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Power 
etc. Syndrome is only to Brainwash Emotionally the Retarded etc.,... = 
Propaganda of EVIL, Satanic Circus Monkey Dominance (esp. when probably 
more than 200 million non-Satanic Circus Monkey INNOCENTS died horrible 
deaths throughout the whole world during the course of the 20th century incl. 




tens and tens and tens of millions of White Christians, as well as Asians, 
Latinos and Africans,... etc.)... Even if NO Big HAN FUCK YOU!!! comes 
about, and even if all whites are eliminated and there are only Cafe Latte 
People, Browns and Blacks, eventually, eventually, eventually, the GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE forms of POWER will get 

NOTICED and WEAPONISED against YOU politically... so Good Luck to 
your Descendants with all of THAT... Now, because Life is SHORT, more than 
enough TIME has been WASTED on IT - the Message though is CLEAR - we 
DO NOT EVER peddle P.K. in the Satanic Circus Monkey Marketplace of 
RETARDS, CRETINS, IMBECILES, MORONS and SICK IDEOLOGUES. 
WE DO NOT WANT TO CONVINCE YOU OF ANYTHING, EVER. THE 
QUALITY OF ONE'S WORK SPEAKS FOR ITSELF - WHETHER IT IS 
APPRECIATED OR NOT. WE HAVE NO NEED FOR YOU 
WHATSOEVER. IN FACT, WE SAY TO YOU "FUCK YOU!!!" AND 
"FUCK OFF!!!"... THEY in some future Generation amongst their Future 
Selves , WILL DEFINITELY GET WHAT’S COMING TO THEM!!!) . 


The Storm and Liberation... 

DIALOGUE WITH A RETARD 


(A lot of TRUTHS are SAID in drunken-like Raving Rants) 


R: Why are you so mean? 

A: I am not mean. I'm just doing my "job", i.e. studying 
forms of Power and their crystal(lisation)s. 

R: But why don't you be nice? 

A: Because Science is NOT about being nice, nor mean 
nor anything else apart from describing and 
explaining what there is, if it, i.e. the people engaged 
in Science, can do it. 

R: But what's wrong with today's society that makes 
you so upset? 

A: Scientifically, there is nothing wrong with today's 
society or any society, for that matter. BUT as a human 
when I do not engage in Science I have values, tastes, 





likes and dislikes like everyone else, which are all 
totally subjective (albeit inherited and or absorbed 
from others, but which are also historically relative). 
And my world view, to a certain degree at least, does 
not agree with your world view, and vice versa. 

R: So what can we do to make everyone "just get 
along"? 

A: Every society to a certain extent does things to 
make most or many people "get along". However, no 
social formation lasts forever and every state has to 
deal with other states. 

R: I don't understand. 

A: Just as my preferences, likes and dislikes can be 
relativised and ridiculed by you, yours can be 
relativised and ridiculed by me. That's what people 
have been doing throughout all of human history, and 
will always do. Now, in today's USA-lead West 
especially over the last more than just a few decades, a 
certain Elite has formed, which GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY includes people of a certain 
Group, and whose various Crystals of Power did not 
just come about (only) because of Intelligence. 
Obviously, (macro-)historically based networking etc. 
is at play, incl. in relation to Usury/Money etc., 
Journalism and Propaganda, Entertainment, 
"Academia and (universal, state-based) Education", 
Publishing, the Law, medicine/ pharmaceuticals, etc., 
etc., etc., - and of course the associated various 
("Satanic Circus Monkey" divide and rule, divide and 
conquer mutatis mutandis like Great Britain did as the 
pre-eminent World Imperial Power, incl. as betwixt 
European Powers and not just as betwixt "Colonial 
(incl. Martial) Peoples", for about/more than two 



centuries, or as Germany has always done, and 
continues to do so today, in the Balkans, etc.,...) ways 
(through the aforesaid means) of getting masses of 
people to agree with them (incl. the mass projection 
through TV, media, "education (= indoctrination) 
systems" etc. of their heavily loaded as to content 
totally biassed notions of "-ism" this and "anti-" or "- 
phobia" that, etc.) and consent to their relatively 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms and 
crystal(lisation)s of Power, whilst at times playing one 
group (e.g. blacks, women, Muslims) against another 
(e.g. (non-Satanic Circus Monkey) whites, men, 
Christians) etc. - and if someone has actually seen and 
or even knows people personally who have been the 
object of (even vicious pack-animal-like) ATTACKS by 
this networking in practice in the real world, including 
wanton and totally unjustified (attempted) 
defamation and wanting to take control of assets the 
attacked person has literally worked like a dog 
for, over the course of many, many, many years (even 
since childhood, i.e. as a victim of child labour) (as 
well as demanding a Change ofFaithW .) - and apart 
from the more "bikie-like" measures of e.g. getting 
druggies to put nails in car tyres etc., particularly 
since these "nice, polite, kind, nuanced and 
sophisticated" people "just happen" to know and have 
the "right contacts" in the Media, the Law, the 
"Political World" (x politician is just a phone call 
away...), the Underworld, etc.,... as well as having 
representatives on "all reasonable (and even 
unreasonable) sides" of the "political spectrum" and 
"acceptable (and even unacceptable) political 
debate"... and of course Satanic Circus Monkey 



Embassies and Consulates and Secret and or Open 

Services whether in version a or version b telling 

other countries' politicians and citizens what to think, 

say and do etc.,... then one knows exactly what is 

happening - apart from doing one's own research into 

FACTS (have a look at your local Superior Court Bench 

in many parts of the USA, Australia, (probably to a 

lesser but not insignificant extent in France, UK, and 

elsewhere), or, look at who the specialist doctors are, 

academics at "top/elite" universities, the very rich and 

the billionaires, Media figures and or Media owners, 

Big Money Donors to Political Parties, Hollywood, 

Foreign and other Policy "Advisers", winners of 

"Prizes", etc., etc., etc.), and compare that to the % of 

the total population),... all of which information and 

more and more and more is freely available on the 

Internet, incl. to be cross-referenced and cross¬ 
checked G ust 8° to R° n Unz's site fwww.unz.com) to start with - obviously 

much of what is there is (even total) crap or bullshit, but there's also a lot of very 
interesting stuff - as far as I can tell, he is "one of them", but more like Anthony 
Mann or Paul Gottfried - in the mould of an American patriot "one of them" than 
those involved in much of the Mass Media etc.,...) [[A note on "wild conspiracy 
theories" all over the Internet: no-one can ever really know what and who was/is 
behind the killing of JFK, the death of Alexander Onassis, Watergate, September 
11, ISIS (and the destruction of Greco-Roman and Christian ruins etc. in the 
Middle East etc.), whether x, y or z were (double-)agents for... and many other 
events and situations, BUT one cannot ever TOTALLY DISCOUNT the possibility of 
Satanic Circus Monkey involvement - and that is CERTAIN for the Suspicion will 
always be THERE - that's how EVIL the Satanic Circus Monkey is In General...]] 

(You can also check out the Occidental Observer 
fhttps://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/?temp-new-window- 
replacement=true) . One needs to exercise caution, a lot is definitely factual and 
objective, but not infrequently some of the analyses leave a lot to be desired, 
largely because of inadequate historical-sociological and social-scientific 
methodological knowledge, including in relation to the omission of facts which 
"don't suit us" (a common error of all Sides), and, very difficult issues such as 
causality (see R. Koselleck's brief comments on causa and causae on/in this Site - 
they contain a heck of a lot of wisdom and were spoken by one of the 20th 
century's great historians). Of course, it definitely goes without saying, I NEVER 
EVER EVER endorse any kind of normative-political-ideological programme 





whatsoever, but scientific knowledge is a form of knowledge without ideology, 
AND THAT is a very interesting, as well as being a very difficult matter) 

■ 

R: I don't know what to say. 

A (frothing at the mouth like the Pythia ): There's 
nothing you can really say. What I'll say is that 
recently - but it goes back a few decades now - slowly, 
slowly, monkey, monkey, Satan, Satan, Satanic Circus 
Monkey... there have been calls from within "The 
Academy" and from the Mass Media for the 
Extermination of Whites. Now, it would appear that 
most relatively white nations, ethne, peoples, (sub- 
)races are already on a Path of Lobotomised Potential 
Auto- or Self-Genocide through low collective 
consciousnesses, low birth rates, and mass 
infusions/invasions of non-relatively white 
Mohammedans, Africans, Asians and Asiatics et al.. 

You see, every historical people can definitely accept a 
number of the Other, and absorb them and make them 
their own - e.g. Asiatic-based (but also mixed in with 
indigenous whites) Hungarians, Finnish, Bulgarians 
have been throughout the centuries at times at least 
great Christians and great relatively white peoples. 
And there are many, many other examples - too many 
to mention HERE. BUT WHEN the FLOOD i.e. INFLOW 
of the Other is such that there is no productive 
assimilation and or co-existence, then we are all in the 
SHIT (and of course all peoples of all races have 
throughout History committed (mass) Violence, 
MASSACRES and practised ENSLAVEMENT, Super- 
Exploitation and TORTURE, and even mass Human 
Sacrifices or Holocausts, etc., etc., etc.). I've also 
noticed that a certain Satanic Circus Monkey 
Compound won't OPEN ITS BORDERS to be racially 



and culturally ENRICHED by the very lovely, 
splendiferous "multi-" of 2 million Sub-Saharan 
Africans, 2 million Arab Mohammedans and 2 million 
Han Chinese. Now, that's 6 million, which is a beautiful 
number, and it could really help that Satanic Circus 
Monkey Compound to be really, really ENRICHED in 
GLORIOUS DIVERSITY and of course 

REPLENISHED (whereas we’ve had millions pass through and or stay 

(incl. because of the Chaos the Satanic Circus Monkey has created in Middle 
Eastern, Central Asian and North African interventions and generally 
because of Promoting the Sick One World Satanic Death Cult Ideology of 
Hate and (potential) Genocide of historically relatively white Christian and or 
Secular nations) creating all sorts of conditions of APE ANOMIE, crimes of 
all kinds, from vandalism of Churches to the spreading of diseases and the 
raping of children et al., and of course Murder,... all following more than five 
decades of Ford Foundation and other (Zio-)USA and EEC/EU 
“programmes” of paying “intellectuals” to promote in the universities, the 
school system, the mass media etc. all sorts of Anti-Hellenic Ethno-Nihilism in 
the interests of (Zio-)USA and or German etc. imperialisms, incl. the Zio-USA 
approved Rape and Conquest of northern Cyprus. Of course, the imperialistic 
Powers are “doing their Job” and if we are Hopeless and Incapable then we 
deserve what we get, BUT that doesn’t mean I’m going to lie down and 
Worship YOU. FUCK NO! I’m going to CURSE YOU, SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY!!! DIE, DIE, DIE!!! SATAN, SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY!!!) 

Though I've noticed that in the Suburb I have been 
living in, nearly all my life, which when I was a child 
had e.g. something like a Satanic Circus Monkey (incl. 
all its not a few innocents) of (under) 10%, is 
nowadays perhaps more than 50% or 60% Broadly 
Satanic Circus Monkey Tent populated (incl. using 
Masonic Lodge symbolism on Grand Buildings to 
Signal their Dominance of the Area, and in particular 
where there are huge flows of daily traffic - IT IS 
REALLY SICK STUFF!!!), AND, because I know 
personally people in Big Money Property who "have 
seen it all", you get a Situation where certain Real 



Estate Agents, ILLEGALLY, set up Auctions so that they 
can Sell ONLY TO THEIR SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
OWN KIND (whether the buyers are good people or 
not at a personal level - that matter is irrelevant here). 
And funny funny, monkey monkey, SATAN SATAN, it 
"just happens" that the Suburb I've lived in nearly all 
my life IS NOT "enriched" by hardly any 
Mohammedans or Black Africans. SO it would seem 
from careful OBSERVATION OF FACTS, EMPIRICALLY, 
and LOGICALLY, something Satan Satan, Monkey 
Monkey, Satanic Circus Monkey,... is Going On. Now, we 
ALL need MONEY, but a peasant and or shepherd or 
fisherman living off the LAND and or the SEA who 
knows not or very little about MONEY can live without 
it. And that's what happened for CENTURIES and 
CENTURIES and CENTURIES, and of course there is NO 
TURNING BACK - we all know that. But when someone 
has descended from a Peasant Culture which has some 
of the most BEAUTIFUL MANIFESTATIONS of DEMOTIC 
CULTURE ever know in the whole History of Mankind, 
and that Demotic Culture also has a Historically 
Unparalleled High Culture to go with it, THEN Life can 
be HELL for someone Born WRONG - LIKE A FISH OUT 
OF WATER - Because his Biology and Culture tell him 
He or She is NOT like a more often than not - 
subjective to Him or Her - Aesthetically Abhorrent 
Northern European (when he was a child), BUT for 
various reasons, incl. personal, health, changes in the 
World etc., it is not easy, in fact almost impossible, to 
make the Transition back to biological and cultural 
normalcy for that person. BUT Satan Satan, Monkey 
Monkey, Satanic Circus Monkey and many, many, 
many other people TELL you Day and Night that 



everyone is EQUAL and that there are Human Rights, 
when anyone with half a brain knows that BIG MONEY, 
POSITIONS of POWER, AUTHORITY, INFLUENCE and 
DOMINANCE, Nuclear Weapons, WMD, etc., are NOT IN 
THE LEAST DISTRIBUTED PROPORTIONATELY, incl. 
all the GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE distributions, 
concentrations, accumulations, crystal(lisation)s of 
BIG MONEY WEALTH and public positions of POWER, 
AUTHORITY, INFLUENCE and DOMINANCE "going to" 
members of the Satanic Circus Monkey DEATH 
CULT (irrespective of whether these people as 
individuals are "nice" at a personal level or NOT), 
who preach DAY AND NIGHT in favour of "civil and 
individual rights" as well as "collective rights", 
especially for THEMSELVES and various other 
"minorities" - but NEVER for White Christians or White 
Atheists in general who are slowly slowly, monkey 
monkey, Satan Satan, Satanic Circus Monkey becoming 
minorities in their own historical LANDS their mostly 
DIRT POOR Peasant and Proletarian Ancestors, 
TOILING AND TOILING AND TOILING, inter alia, Built 
Up and Maintained and Defended (DYING, DYING, 
DYING, BEING KILLED IN WARS ETC.) OVER MANY 
CENTURIES, or MILLENNIA in e.g. MY CASE - whereas 
)apan remains 95%+ Nippon Japanese, China remains 
about 90% Han Chinese, something similar happens in 
"Park" Korea and Kinh Vietnam, and in many parts of 
Asia and Africa and even Central and South America in 
general, where peoples living in a particular Region 
are 70% or 80% or 90%+ of the same or similar or 
kindred sub-Races, mixes and Ethne etc.. AND ONE 
OTHER THING: When about as much as three decades 
ago (now = June 2018), P.K., I, a certain Angel and a 



few others, WARNED that the MASS TRANSFER of 
Production from the West to the East and "Free Trade 
Liberalism" would have certain LONG-TERM 
repercussions, inter alia, due to the Heterogony of 
Ends and the Unintended Consequences of one's 
Actions, all YOU and the Satanic Circus Monkey could 
see was the Super-Exploitation of "Cheap Labour" and 
Quick Super-Profits, whereas the PRESCIENT could see 
Potential for Catastrophe in the massive Geo-Political 
Shift of China and other countries becoming serious 
World Planetary Powers - AND YOU and your SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY IMBECILES could only talk about 
"Human Rights" and "Democratic Peace Theory" and 
the "Liberal World Order" and such other 
ABSOLUTELY INSANE UTOPIAN-LIKE "GLOBALISED 
ONE-WORLD" UTTER and TOTAL GARBAGE, 

NONSENSE and DELUSIONS OF YOUR ABSOLUTE 
LOBOTOMY, FUCKING DUMB-FUCK RETARDS!!! AND 
NOW, OVER THE NEXT DECADE or two or a few - apart 
from YOU Unleashing the Satanic Circus 
Monkey FORCES OFANOMIE'.U - CHINA IS GETTING 
READY FOR THE BIG "FUCK YOU"!!!, and YOU FUCKING 
STUPID CRETINS are starting to PANIC, and are 
rediscovering the social-ontological and 
anthropological, historically-sociologically concretely 
manifested, magnitude of Power and "the Correlation 
of Forces", etc.. WELL DONE, MORONS, 10 points... Why 
don't you Award Yourselves a Big Beautiful Prize, 
FUCKING SPASTICS!!! And now for some real FUN! : 

YOU think, MORONS, that WE don't notice that every 
day you Hammer e.g. the Catholic Church in the Mass 
Media - and SAY ABSOLUTELY NOTHING about the 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE accumulations of BIG 


MONEY WEALTH (about 1 in 7 of the world's 
Billionaires when about 1 in 500 of the world's 
population, and, possibly controlling directly or 
indirectly through your Historical Family-Mafia-Mob- 
Gangster Banks etc. 2 or 3 in 7 of the world's 
Billionaires, with almost 1/3 of USA billionaires when 
only about 1 in 50 of the total population - apart from 
also e.g. playing a GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE 
Leading Role in Foreign Policy in, inter alia, Killing 
hundreds of thousands of Middle Easterners, Arabs, 
Libyans et al. in Wars which were of NO REAL BENEFIT 
but FED YOUR DISGUSTING SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
DELUSIONS OF GRANDEUR and supposedly for the 
"protection" of your Satanic Circus Monkey Compound 
(which by the way has a right to exist and defend itself 
like every other people's, i.e. all peoples' nation-states, 
DICKHEADS!!!), etc., etc., etc.,... YOU, RETARDS, think 
that Bunuel's movies are about the Evils of the 
Catholic Church and not about Human Nature and the 
Human Condition in general, i.e. the TRULY Great 
Artist and Great Observer of Human Affairs - FAR 
SUPERIOR TO ANY OF YOUR PATHETIC PRIZES of 
"cosmopolitan, nuanced sophistication" - was showing 
us how ALL INSTITUTIONS are socially necessary BUT 
subject to human passions, impulses, drives and 
urges,... Abuses,... and that is the way IT SHALL 
ALWAYS BE, incl. RELATIONS OF 
POWER/DOMINANCE/INFLUENCE etc. which are 
UBIQUITOUS in one form or another and can NEVER 
BE OVERCOME incl. the Friend-Foe Spectrum of the 
social relation. Now, the great Spaniard, may not have 
been up on all the theoretical technicalities, BUT HE 
DEFINITELY had a firm GRIP on Realities, whilst YOU 



IDIOTS think that the Chinese Elite are going to forget 
the OPIUM TRADE and OPIUM WARS and other 
HUMILIATIONS of Gunboat Diplomacy visited upon 
them by WhiteDevilMan and another GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY involved Satanic Circus 
Monkey GROUP - but the Chinese Elite and the Chinese 
People have a quality that Greeks and Romans once 
had too, i.e. LOVE AND PRIDE for their RACE (incl. in a 
broadly defined version - and not in any kind of 
"Fascist/Nazi/White Identitarian/White Nationalist" 
version), their NATION, their GENOS/ETHNOS, their 
ANCESTORS, their TRADITIONS, their COLLECTIVE 
HISTORICAL IDENTITY, and when the time comes, if 
they (the Chinese, that is) are good enough, they will 
not only SAY but they will do THE BIG "FUCK YOU"! and 
you won't like it one tiny teeny weeny bit 
RETARDS!!! 

R (, shaking his head, rather afraid , speaking softly ): I 
really don't know what to say. 

A ( having now calmed down , somewhat): There's 
nothing to say. Eventually, as I've just explained, 
either the Chinese will deal with THEM, and/or the 
APE = ANOMIE, WILL (and of course there are 
possibilities of other forces arising which we cannot 
see today). It's as simple as that. It could take decades 
or even centuries (which I doubt), BUT "a Change is 
Gonna Come"... In the meantime, If I can't put the 
BIG "FUCK YOU!!!" into practice in the real world to 
Support MY TRIBE, which unfortunately for me has 
effectively DIED, I can put it into practice as far as my 
life and those dear to me are concerned by protecting 
them to the best of my ability. 

R: So what do you think of Marx? 



A: Legend!!! 

R: Spinoza? 

A: Legend!!! 

R: Simmel and Durkheim? 

A: Legends, BIG TIME!!! 

R: Lubitsch, von Sternberg, Anthony Mann and 
Kubrick? 

A: FUCKING KICK ASS LEGENDS!!! 

R: Nathan Milstein? 

A: Legend!!! But, because there are literally thousands 
and thousands and thousands of LEGENDS, from all 
over the world, then really, PRIZES, if they're going to 
be awarded, should be awarded on a 
PROPORTIONATE and PROPORTIONAL BASIS if they 
are going to have any credibility whatsoever, and NOT 
skewed GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY in favour of 
any one tiny Group whether easy on the eyes or 
disgusting to look at as e.g. in the case of myself and 
P.K. (both of us really fit in the "I'm very UGLY 
category", and that is a secondary or rather tertiary- 
reason we're not (weren't in P.K.'s case) into 
publicity). And of course, since "everyone believes in 
the self-evident Truth of Human Rights" we can then 
all agree to PROPORTIONATELY and 
PROPORTIONALLY distribute the world's Billionaires 
amongst all the Peoples of the World as well as 
Nuclear, Chemical, Biological and other Weapons of 
Mass Destruction, and participation in various 
Institutions, the Mass Media, Superior Courts of 
Record,... ensuring a "Variety of Viewpoints and Life 
Stances" etc.. 

R: What about P.K.'s work? Isn't it a shame that it 
won't be published and widely circulated in English? 



A: No, it's not a shame. In fact, publication and 
relatively wide circulation would be a certain Disaster 
and Catastrophe because invariably THE RETARDS 
will jump onto it, not understanding anything of 
essence, and DESTROY IT. It is best that P.K.'s work 
remains for the very few who can really understand 
what value relativity, but also knowledge certainty, 
mean in regard to all societies and all scales of values. 
It's TOO HARD for people to get over themselves and 
relativise their culture and beliefs to an absolutely 
consistent extent. There are also too many vested 
interests etc., that don't want to hear about such 
things, and in some societies being "too smart" means, 
apart from ostracism,... gaol or even DEATH. Only 
when someone can say and really mean that he and 
his culture is ultimately NOTHING, but that he must 
defend it socially-politically if he enters the realm of 
the Political, if that's his choice, is capable of 
beginning to understand science qua science in the 
realm of the Humanities, Philosophy and the Social 
Sciences, broadly understood (in the realm of the 
Social, which is, as it were, in part outside of the 
Political since the Political is necessarily WITHIN the 
Social, yet the Social does not necessarily (fully) 
overlap with the Political as the interaction of 

all interactions (since the Social is 
larger) etc., the said person can either 
"do science" qua scientific observation 
(description and explanation) to the 
extent possible and in accordance with 



his capabilities, and or simply engage in 
his culture in accordance with his and its 
(main) tastes, norms, modes, etc.). In the 
meantime, I definitely know what 
Science is, and I also know what I LOVE, 
and what I HATE and what ATTRACTS 
me and what DISGUSTS me - and I know 
FULL WELL that I can be or actually am 
an object of DISGUST and HATE etc. TOO 
for others. BUT what really hurts is 
when I have to oppose my own, i.e. 
members of my OWN TRIBE who have 
become rcvixaapoi, Ncvekoi, 
Ap£piKavopoov6nava/Ap£piKavoIli0r|K 
i^ovt£<;, ’E0vopt|5£viaxaL = £K xfjq 
ovalaq EaxaviKoL OTToarnpiKTai icai 
Ttp(XKXOp£<J £0VlKl<jpa)V KClL 
LpTT£piaXiapa)v aAAa>v x<*>pd)v icai 
Auvdp£ 0 )v, ToopKOKa)Xoxpimi5£<; Kai 
Xomoi ndarp; OuaEax; nPOAOTAI, 
E<DIAATAI, rjxoi, MHAIZ0NTE2, 
TOYPKEYONTEI, AOBOTOMHMENA 
EIXAMATA Kai EnAIIXYNTA 
AnOBPASMATA K.X.X.... In any event, I'll 



never permit ANYONE, and especially 
NOT the SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, 
which is the quintessence in my 
subjective view of TOTAL VULGARITY, 
EVIL and DISGUSTING FILTH - JUST 
LOOK AT IT !!!, from telling me what to 
think, like or do, though we should all 
obey the Law, as I always DO. 

And the Retard left , andnever spoke to me again. 


[[If someone is of the View - Right or 
Wrong - that there is NO FUTURE for the 
Civilisation/Culture he Identifies with 
based on what he Inherited from his 
Ancestors, WHY THE FUCK WOULD HE 
BE INTERESTED IN "FAME", 
"POSTERITY" AND THE LIKE, 
ESPECIALLY WHEN THOSE WHO 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY ARE 
"CUSTODIANS" OF "CULTURE" AND 
"THOUGHT" ARE ABSOLUTELY THE 
MOST FILTHY, DISGUSTING, TOTALLY 
UGLY, WARPED, DEFORMED AND 
ULTRA-DESPICABLY SICK IN EVERY 
SENSE DESCRIBABLE AND IMAGINABLE 


BIPED/BIPOLAR ANIMALS EVER KNOWN 
WITHIN THE SPAN OF TENS OF 
MILLIONS OF YEARS OF THE EXISTENCE 
OF THE ANIMAL KINGDOM 
(SUBJECTIVELY SEEN OF 
COURSE)?... Eyoi) xl ox£<tiv £Xt*>, ZflON, pe 
aura xa Eixapaxa Kai Bo0poni0r|Kia;... 
Aev pa^£t>ovp£v xa puoyaAdKia paq Kai 
£maxp£<poi)p£v £iq xo vt|al paq, eu; xo 
Xwpiov fipwv va ano0dvovp£v p£ xfjv 
i)auxiav pa<;, Aiav KaXvTepax;, Xiyui 
iyti), BEBAIOE, BEBAIOE,... KOnANOI (dv 
Kai £(p' oaov UTtdpxovv Kanox;, 
xouXdxiaxov, 816x1 AEN pa<; P^etto) 
KaOoAou, pd KA0OAOY KaAd)!!!... AND 
GOOD LUCK AND ALL THE BEST TO THE 
CHINESE, THE JAPANESE, THE KOREANS, 
THE VIETNAMESE (I PERSONALLY HAVE 
A REAL SOFT SPOT FOR THE Ngirdi Viet 
Nam), AND AT LEAST A PART OF INDIA... 
IT'S UP TO ALL OF YOU NOW... even 
though most of you are not exactly on 
the same team, HAHAHAHAHA!!!]] ‘ 

Siv azaparaq va vfipi^pq zovq ZazavoIliOijKovq; - Av fj^Eupcc; tov MouaxaKa tov 
Meaarivio, tov Sued pa<; - oxixov XaxpEpEvo Kunpalo Ktopuco Kai auyxa>p£p£vov 
- otiom; Siv tov r^eupav 6 to>v Eeppwv M£yaAo<I>puSa<; Kai 6 XavuoTTi<; 



Ap&KouAa<; ano xf|v KaXrj, Kai ai) 0a xoi3<; £^uPpi^£<; pspa viixxa aKaxanauaxoix;. 
TELa aou |5p£ Mouaxaica A£0£vxti xfj<; M£ctctt|vti<; £K£iTidva) noi) £Laai! "Epx6p£0a 
Kai £p£L<;!!!} 

[[-Why have you put so many years, decades and thousands and thousands and thousands of hours EFFORT into the 
translations then ? - Because, RETARD, if you understood the value of P.K.'s thought, its absolute uniqueness in the 
History of Ideas in terms of its Absolute Consistency and Unsurpassed Insightfulness, then you'd realise there could 
not possibly be ANYTHING BETTER to do than dealing with P.K.'s Greek and German on a daily basis... WHAT A 
UNIQUE PRIVILEGE AND BLESSING!!!] 


WHAT SATAN AND ITS SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 

REFUSE TO UNDERSTAND IS THIS SIMPLE TRUTH: 

"MARRIAGE IS THE MOST 
IMPORTANT EVENT IN 
LIFE. FAMILY IS THE 
FOUNDATION OF OUR 
SOCIETY. FAMILIES ARE 
BUILDING ROCKS OF A 
NATION. OUR ANCESTORS 
TOLD US THE ORDER OF 
THE WORLD STARTS 
FROM THE ORDER OF A 

FAMILY" 04 SUMMER AT 




GRANDPA'S (1984) BY HOU HSIAO- 
HSIEN). 

NOW, ONE, WITH ONE S BELLY FULL OF "FOOD" AND 
MIND FULL OF SHIT (AFTER CENTURIES OF SUPER¬ 
EXPLOITATION OF HUNDREDS OF MILLIONS AND 
MILLIONS AND MILLIONS OF PEASANTS, FARMERS, 
WORKERS, LABOURERS, PROLETARIANS, OF ALL 
COLOURS, INCL. MANY TENS AND TENS AND TENS AND 
HUNDREDS OF MILLIONS OF WHITES, and after just a 
few decades of Constant Satanic Circus Money 
propaganda/filth via the Mass Media, Mass 
Entertainment, School Indoctrination, the Courts, 

etc .), CAN AS A "SOPHISTICATED, 

NUANCED, SUBTLE" RETARD SUNK IN 
"DEGENERATE" WESTERN MASS 
DEMOCRACY, WHERE "MULTI- 
CULTURALISM" MEANS "I KNOW 
ABSOLUTELY NEXT TO NOTHING ABOUT 
FOREIGN CULTURES APART FROM 
EATING AT "EXOTIC" RESTAURANTS 
AND GOING ON "EXOTIC" TRIPS, AND 
HAVING "EXOTIC" SERVANTS" ETC.,... 
LAUGH AT AND DISMISS SUCH 
SENTIMENTS WITH SARCASM AND 
IRONY, BUT WITHOUT THE 
OVERWHELMING MAIN MESSAGE BEING 



TRANSMITTED BY SOCIETY OF A 
SOCIETY BASED ON THE PATRIARCHAL 
FAMILY OF FATHER, MOTHER AND 
CHILDREN,... WITH GRANDPARENTS, 
COUSINS, BEST MEN, KOYMnAPOI, 
COMPADRES, VILLAGE OR BROADER 
COMMUNITY,... BASED LARGELY OR UP 
TO ALMOST EXCLUSIVELY ON RACIAL 
(BROADLY DEFINED) AND OR 
ETHNOLOGICAL RELATIVE 
HOMOGENEITY - AND 
NOTWITHSTANDING THAT "DEVIANCE" 
AND HYPOCRISY WILL ALWAYS TAKE 
PLACE AND THERE IS NO WAY TO 
ELIMINATE SUCH BEHAVIOUR IN 
PARTICULAR INDIVIDUALS, THOUGH 
OBVIOUSLY THEY DO NOT HAVE TO BE 
ACTIVELY ENCOURAGED AND CAN BE 
KEPT OUT OF THE PUBLIC SPHERE AS 
HAPPENS IN ALL SOCIETIES WITH A 
LONG-TERM FUTURE... - THERE 
IS ABSOLUTELY NO HOPE OF LONG-TERM 
MACRO-HISTORICAL CONTINUITY (INCL. 
OF A HEIGHTENED ABILITY TO COME 


TOGETHER (AGAIN) AS ONE FIST IN THE 
EVENT OF NATURAL AND MAN-MADE 
DISASTERS, (CIVIL) WARS, ETC., as the 
case maybe,...). 

DO YOU THINK, TOTALLY RETARDED, TOTALLY 
FUCKED IN THE HEAD CRETINS, MORONS, 

IMBECILES,... THAT THE ANCIENT WISDOM OF THE 
PATRIARCHAL CHINESE OR PATRIARCHAL HELLENES, 
ROMANS, ET AL. - AGAIN NOTWITHSTANDING ALL THE 
"DEVIANCE" - THERE IS ANY KIND OF LONG-TERM 
FUTURE WITHOUT RELATIVELY HIGH LEVELS OF 
SOCIAL ORDER THROUGH SOCIAL DISCIPLINING INCL. 
THROUGH THE TRADITIONAL, PATRIARCHAL FAMILY 
WITH AT LEAST A COMMON ACKNOWLEDGEMENT, IF 
NOT WORSHIP, OF COMMON ANCESTORS (INCL. WITH 
ALL THE MYTHS, BUT ALSO WITH ALL THE ASPECTS 
OF EMPIRICAL, HISTORICAL, ACTUAL AND REAL, 
COLLECTIVE/GROUP CONTINUITY) AND A 
CONCOMITANT COLLECTIVE REPRODUCTION OF 
ONE S RACE (BROADLY DEFINED), ETHNOS, TRIBE,...? 

YOU PEOPLE ARE SO 
FUCKED IN THE HEAD, 
THAT YOU CANNOT FACE 
SELF-EVIDENT, 
HISTORICAL BUT ALSO 



CURRENT (IF NOT 
IMMEDIATELY NOW, 
FUTURE GENERATIONS 
WILL JUST HAVE TO WAIT 
AND SEE... I.E. AS CURRENT 
POTENTIALITY) HUMAN 
TRUTHS. 

MA V YOU ALL ROT IN HELL , 
FUCKING RETARDS!!! 


''Ozav Pya^r/c; £va ifjapL and rf] OaXaaaa, npiyov dnoOdvp nadaivsi zl npaypa; 
Zcpada&L. 'Opoiax; Kai 6 pzzavaozriq ozpipooypdvcx; ozi)v KoXaor] x^pic; dvdoa, 
ovzs Kav dvanvofj. 'H cdpa zov Zazava Kai i) zzXzvzaia Md/rj... 


Never Forget. Never Forgive 
(if Satan and the Satanic 


Circus Monkey do not leave 
our Space and keep 
Attacking US). 

Much better it is for the 
Soul and Spirit to have a 
CLEAR CONSCIENCEthan to 
Serve SATAN and Evil... and 
their Satanic Circus 
Monkey... 

TIot£(; 0a KaTaXapgq 
XcpcvTia Kai naXXrjKapia 
r i 0a novv (and 'peva to 
ipyo rod XaXKOKOvSvXov 
Sirv to naipvcK; noTeq!), 

SlOTl 

XaTavoTGipKopa'ipov, 



opyavo rov Earava, eioai 
appa)OTO<; cpopEvq Miaovq 
Kai Ekotov( ; Kai Tlavra 0a 
vno<pipr\<; iv rfj KoXaaei 
aov , Zixapepd Anoppaopa 
rov KaKov Kai rov 


AiapdXovU! 



















The Myths, the Paradoxes, the Contradictions, the Hypocrisies, the Cultural Appropriation, the Cultural Theft, etc., etc., 
etc., are all part of the Varied Multifarious Syntheses which go into making the Reality of a Culture which can be 
Distinguished from other Cultures... Over time there are many Ruptures, many Breaks, but likewise, there are 
Elements of Continuity, and in the case of Hellenism, we can safely say that we Lived for about 3,700-3300 years if we 
choose to start with Linear B... or Troy... 


Honourarv Hellenes. Romans. Romfioil, Greeks and 

their Achievements Before the 20th century (a small 

selection): 
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EAaioYpa(pia tou <P. OoAt( 

0 nepiKAnc QYop£uei cnnv EKKAnaia tou Anpou 


'EA.aioYpctcpia xo(3 <J>. <J>oAx^ 















'0 rtepiKAfjq ayop£U£i eu; xfjv 'EKKAr|aia xou Ar|pou 


o 

Sipontum 


Campania 

_ o Capua 

CumaegoNeapolis 

Pithecusae Dicaearchia 


Adriatic Set 


Apulia 


Poseidonia o 
(Paeslum) Elea 
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Metapontum 


o Tarentum 
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Tyrrhenian Sea 


Lauso 


Q o Heraclea 
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Callipol 
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^ybaris 

Thurii 


Creek dialects of Magna Craecia 
Doric 


Northwest Greek 


Ionic 


Achaean 


o 
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Selinunte 
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Heraclea Minoa o 


Lucania oPetelia 

Terinao o Croton 

°Scylletium 

Medma 
o 

Scyllaeum oCaulonia 
Zancle o o o Locri 
0 (Mcssana) oRhegion 

Calacte o 
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Sicilia (Tauromenium) 

o Catania 

_ QLeontinoi 
Acragaso Casmenaj 

(Agigentum) ^ ° 0 Syracuse 

o Camarina 
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Ionian Sea 
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XI naifirq f:AAqvov, in 
eAeo6cpouT€ naTpiA' 
cAeuOcpouTC Ac naiAac^ 
uvainao, Secov tc noTpuxov 
Aq, 0r)Ka<; tc npoyoviov vuv 
unep navTwv ayu>v. 

A^(0XOC S2S 456 n.x Ap.»o <x; TpO|HO<; 
nonr«K [aiX> ttjv Tpayu6*o "IWpooi') 


Jl, naioia Ti)<; EAAaoat^ 
rpnp6<; yia va 
cAcuBtpuatTC rqv navpiQa, 
to naiAia, Tiq yuvaixc^, 
tou<; pwpou<; twv norpwwv 
Occov Kai Tout; Tcxpouc; tcov 
npoyAvtov o<K. Tu>pa «lvo» 
unip navrtov ayu>v. 


r Q TraT5e^ 'EAArjvcjJv, ite, 
eAeuBepoOte TraipiS 1 , 
eAeuOepoOTE 5£ TraI5a^, 
yuvalKa^, 0 eu>v te 

TTaipwcjjv £5r|, 0r|Ka^ te 





TTpOYOVWV- VUV UTT£p 

TTavTcav qywv. 
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"Iva imoxa^rp; kocttoiov, nxa>xoTi:oir|G£ xov. [['Av 6 pax; auxoq ttou 
im£xaS;£<;, xo ^r|xoi3a£ 6 KaiAoq xou, ovxaq Kair|Xi0ioq Kai axpstoq Kai 
Ttavx£Xa>q dv£u0uvoqx°^ o X a P°up£voq pnoupnouvoKEcpaXoq pXa^, f|xoi, 
diroXijxax; Xopoxopr|p£voq (oaxiq EiuXEyci «apxT|yoi)q» aav xov T^£;;;u, 
xov uio Kcmmaq Eaxaviaxpiaq, Kai «apxr|yoi)q» dmo aAA£q irapaxa^Eu;, 
£tt' ouSev'i Xoya> KaXux£poi), xox£q, Xiav KaXaiq £Ttpa^£<; Kai xov 

\)TC£TC£^£(J ]] [[Asv ppiCTKO) TO apx«l0 K£ip£VO... Va Ka'l KCtTl VCt KaVOl)p£V!...]] 






rLVouicipxog 


riAPAAAHAOI BIOI 

riepiKXiis-Odfiio? Md^ijio; 

nWHTKJK A I’AWIC 


s /ii ri\i: 







Scipio mourns Carthage 
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VIRGILII 

M A R O K I S 

B V C O I, I C A. 



tetOGA P R : M A 

T itvrus. 

/ 

MKLllOE VS TITTRVS. 

k Itthi, lapatn'-rrcctiban* {abregmiiicf^i 
^Sylaclhr.Titrruirr. Iirn 7icrf:r7ii* if-'crur 
^ S'm pitrir "inrtj.v l:i*pmrvrt atrja: 

I ifyr: Vntroin vmbra 

\,h. r.i it'im r;fxu;r d jm Aimryllidi fyliui. 
n >() M: !ibccs. Jt’j s ix»t -1: xc vtu zicxi 
Knorjiidcrc illctr.lutcti.xtdcu': ii :*;unt 
Srjvfc u:v:r ji jl:uv;l»cu il .ms i :it •-« a^ous. 

,ll ; niP**:iiJKboilfi l v:vC.iili > iflu.il 

tc L..i;u^qcr *c!lm 3 ciliii- ijvftnliirr gicft. 

G. VALENTIS G V E L LI I PP. 

IN VIRGILII. HVCOLICA 

COM 1 IE KTATIONII 

.< . v«<r.n r :fckp’. Aihvi TrnciiAli.TJir> 3 S«n 
r..U.-r *: mi nU> •. l- a, 

I«> Ai.i .«. *:v .» • u ita.-n-»<> x ■:iyt’.'ar> t*-- , 
a (»i ■ n r'SiAW . wiWLimiuj'iiulhi®.- vd^r1 >>.**. 
Pitui: nU.i^i..;»j.iink • *1 •*••• • Ci’-i-M ms-nan 

fjg , . , ..i, >1- Ku.mai ir iiWiMH..! . 

naiiu^r. i' Alr.'.nrsen Ai^jiVn r<kr|»ii. .. V..r- rMi 
.. l . ; w . j'-wl.r * ..1 •« ». ■ -< mi-tr.?*; »:\jr.-iKtn In 
rxipp.r.-. x..X nj ct. f»fiTa\t:rtc»cR<v« IliffiltA; u!ui ii It A'n\i- 

t. .-'Hi. IUI . •••..-I, ,T..I»:i /. . .In» ■ 4 <|niV 77 m 
t- Q'jirl: Vvr »*'»l •'Hi. nr r . IrlrMAKOnpillllV «**•• . 

ir-c-j.-.r oirn.i: J1.1 fc:r»yr r ::&!>> I ,>• . '.f.tiiii:v-»- 

t %i« 1 ; . >il> i.aI(.4«u.’.V l.radxne, tfrtf.i<r:rtJ c-it.i 

I»»«lAkTrnBiiiiitr<Bir,Lri.';ii<TiAdi,uij.fii < •• •- •»•*•■ 

-.ill... . *| • 1. »!. ..... .1 I ...... K ku ' • r, * 1 - -1 ii -'ir- 

trr»ri‘r»'.'»i> . fa-i.riTT/. Cm." c^> l-' f* 'i rt Jit* 

~>.<q>v>s£ir. imi..in<(-•«.rUia.i. J«-- /f. n »■»-.•*••• ivi 
.1 tc.-to . 










































































[1.16.6] 6 Se icaixd)v Il£pcm)v xoix; f|y£p.6va<; £0ca|j£V 
£0ai|/£ 6 e kccL xoix; pia0o<pdpou<; ''EAAr|va<;, oi xou; 
TioXEpiou; crxpax£6ovx£<; aTi£0avov octoin; 8 t auxoav 
aixfAaXwxoix; £Aap£, xouxoxh; 5£ St jaa<; £v tteScck; eu; 
MaK£6oviav dii£Ti£pi|j£v £pyd^£a0ai, on napa ra 
Koivfj So^avra tol<; 'EXXrjaiv EXXtjvec; ovtec; Evavria 
rfj EXXccSl vntp ra>v j Sappdpoiv Epaxovro. 

'E0ai|/£ ettlctti^ xouq apxriyouq xarv rispaobv, KaBooq Kai xouq 'EAAr|V£c; piaBocpopouq rtou 
aKoxa)0r|Kav £vto UTir|p£xoijaav axo ttAeupo xoov £x0pd)v xoiv oaouq opooq ano auxou^ 
cnjv£Aa(3£ aixpaAobxouq xouq e 8 eoe p£ x^lpotieSe^ Kai xouq egxeiAe axr| MaK£5ovia va 
SogAeijouv, £tx£l8t) Tiapa xu; kolve^ aTiocpdaEiq xoov EAAr|vayv, Kai poAovoxi r|xav 
'EAAr|V£q, TioA£pr|aav yia xapr| toov PapP&poov £vavxiov xarv aupcpEpovxoov xr|^ EAAaSoq. 





OAABIOZ APPIANOE 



Not exactly sure about this, but as far as I can work out: about 65%-75% 

of Eastern Roman fBvzantine. Rhoml Emperors f330 A.D. to 1453 A.D. - 

though effectively we were Down and almost Out c. 12041 were either 

Hellenes f Greeks! or had at least one Hellene f Greek! parent or 

grandparent: about 15-25% were non-Hellenic Romans ffrom Italy), 

about 7% Armenians, and about 3% Arabs and Slavs. The point is 

though, since our Empire Straddled and Commanded large parts of two 

Continents, all were immersed in Greek and or Latin language. Religion 

f Orthodox Christianity! ■ Roman Law and Elements of Ancient Greek 

Democracy of the Polis as adapted to imperial conditions and the 

Cosmopolis fContogeorgis!. It is NO ACCIDENT, that the Satanic Circus 

Monkey had ABSOLUTELY NO ROLE of any significance to play in the 

(running of the) Empire, apart from whatever might pertain to ??????al 

and ??????ous matters duly adapted to and converted into Hellenism as 

Romanism. It goes without saying that for either all or most of our 

Empire's Life, Americans, Canadians, Australians, Franks, Normans, 

Celts. British. Saxons. Germans.... et al., et al.. et al.were NON-EXISTENT 

and falmost! IRRELEVANT BARBARIANS... SINCE NOW we are collectively 

falmostl DEAD, we do have the luxury of Reflecting Upon HISTORY, and 

understanding HOW GREAT WE WERE... POUND FOR POUND THE 
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• Constantinople 
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Ravenna 


Antioch 
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1. Exarchate of Ravenna 

2. Vcnetla and Istria 

3. Duchy of Rome 

4. Duchy of Naples 

5. Duchy of Calabria 

6. Thoma of Hellas 

^ Constantly raided 


7 . Thema of Thrace 
8 Thema of Opsikion 
i Thema of Tnrakeslon 

10. Thema of Anatohkon 

11. Thema of Karabisianol 

12. Thema of Annciuakon 










rz /\*r v*J* 




■ JVW» »' 


• •"•> v jv~~T 


- -- _ f -* ' » ■ w - — ■ - -I I ’ - ^ ’ r ’ / J 4 

• TpraJI 7CU7ryTo^|^,7«I(p<t7«T- k<u n^TF*#^ / O<io<r )" 

<|>u( jULLJTT^tU^rtjjff^/ 

























Bu^avxivoi povax° l avxiypdccpouv dpxctia KEipsva 




n ^ *4 «OV ^ ^ • Lw ( fr*7; # OilfAftSi/b 

JLL&€W*n(V7*\T^KMtr' 


^7? K'«u5bk//>u»iff , a^ou / 3f 7wrvJ^«*<C^o;#- J<j*i itf H J»r*4- • J/ii-ji t 

V.*r«S 

# ' i ' f 'i \ ' / t -, | 

M • ICU • *^V 7»A» H K COTt 7f f w W ^ X»/»7</“ ' 































s • * • 

flf/tf ¥7* ^TV 

/ 

c 4lM AJCVM«l 



• « iwmrt if &yr 0 rr.J'J • 





















































IouGTiviavog 

(527-565) 


Flavius Petrus Sabbatius 
Iustinianus 



ENA KPATOS 
MIA EKKAHEIA 
MIA NOMO0ESIA 
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(iONSTANTINOlMI 


SAINTF. SOPHIE covpe est nvest 










My/.;-). V \i~. 'V.71/.». 

Tfi UTtepfxdtxtf* axpaxrjycp xa vixrixTqpia, ax; 
XuxpajQelcfa xtov oeivojv euxapta'CTjpia ocvaypacpa) 
aoi r, 7 t6Xi<; aou, 0eoxoxe. ’AXX’ ax; e'xouaa xo 
xpdxcx; a7cpoopi.dtxrixov, ex rcavxoia>v pie xtv56va>v 
eXeuOipcoaov, tvoc xpa£a> aof Xoupe, vupi^ avupt,- 
cptuxe. 
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SUIDAE LEXICOX 


EX RECOGNITIONE 


IMMANUEUS BEKKERI. 


BEROLINI 

TYPIS P.T IMPEN3I9 GEOEGIT REIMERI 

A. 1854. 
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jCpxh' toy* a xtoixei'oy. 

T o' A Ml* IAYTO 

»**ft*t C? ^*«A<Vn»{ ii.iitt 

a /«/«*•*« >« «,4«Tc 

i)«{t«i|'«lr«rriin«r,IVr tr«/t{f. 
«*« yiiAmntri^ rifa.myaf 
if pfy'tt f-'ty* rui. wi^ncrtot, 

* >*•" -f t /v« tj/*y tf 7*2 

i.iwMtutiiS* 
ruu\t ;,if 9 * i&f-ffbfffA f i ijf.iy traiitc iytrt 

ZA*»(t Ltftt •aiaAibi.ni icsrfttffrj 4<« 

tf Aui«^r (ir« rw<r. 

c'7» m.iMTfi: «/^A»l V«»j' Cf 7» ° 

Av.Cj ff»>4 ^ i /,Cf ftj(i . 

*f i tf /*A»r t» «2r* it 4$ Hntafarr/.ifyi 

3 /»M**CXT«* f/ffff* n t(v7 rar « 

/*<<«' tHAttf-tf »T7lfi i rn«iif.tf -fftlct 

•xid* ip t-fA4. ■*?•}«* a Jig 

kspix.uj a}*< r*fnAu. Llmt i 
S«« if rw r f/f tur/.ttf yr <V«A.» tO 

■mti t ‘aZ.Cfay\at j Kf >|iA«f ftfiu 
♦| ttftfZtlu/. Aayxt 

A*c/^ •^Aty iTWu^J. ■£»;•*■ irirmy, 
AtA »• 0CTSMP, 
Aa*ftt.i(AaCf mf »/)**•; qt*l rrt 

ytyr\Tf*f fit xfa ts CAfinf* -7 

■» « tf vrr'tik/'ityf v »/«.f Suvaif 

f A«4fu *.»^f ««7* ft ft. ft V.« 

Wt» * Ttirfftp .ir • «/»tf«Ac /huitArtt (Aaifty. 
mt\i> p\*t*Zy/tUi vni'tt > j yff' 

y{aa.A*JAXf\ *] aanjit.^lf^ •ay • r»*»t&-. 

ivOV- A<< XsftJ* 
Aliv ifAtCliv ni«4t*tCi'. Atfitf itMcfft 
tv"'/ ot:v*f-iirf.fAff^JU Avxmjii. 

Aijitt; ivtiftfr' Aaib'.iCAaC»t. 
to" A MIT A TOY* l». 
n«f.»»Aff (J*r«f»«.»»A»3» 3**Y •(+***’ 

A (*■ aCm[h w^ w^w f 

Cx(iy,i rtl Am if. Af«*f tAtaftt. A/ 
C««i/f »,,f/*»{ff. Af««u»V,*fA«»ltiAi«. 
ACitfTM.iyttffM i^tUfA*CC««» a. »* 
Taf i Alt f. if* ^ )<y iCCft\r«.air< w«rif.T* 

3 *»vm. W*V«^»A»Af. t« 

Ayi*.Li • Tftff »>•>{* ity^aArptTt 
4r /v» Cf \raaf*»y ■” aCCattf. A*C«Ai •«%«/ 
CftA*. ActmA^,tiriif a*»C«Ap. a(*itt{Q' 
i-f iffcrSc.tf Af«atif«<Vif(*. 

Af«/< Z*f J)’ •»“*' AxypHlit aCaajflf. « A» J*<»7rf 

l / Af ?>«.>, r **••« Z«f aC*f‘y •t*'? 

;«C*/.«foCfirtr***r. > A^fr, 
« franraf.*! »«Afu«f p i««A»^ »VT^< $»«|f 

^ fur r 


W « *>-«4rvAfr»f tf M aXmyitt.i t\it It Jjl$*- 
W•*« wcri» 

■ •t Lh ,m ja Cf «nVfi< ««f «#, 

LaltCy it tf i&^tt iflitrl.ty A^Kitf i<r M f* 

*nv^< Avitii«f <£, £«t« «5 

■ ^ .< {(i/ ty trrtVA« -Ji^^»7«*f» 

C? *rt«A4)rA»faC|i,iiti «y frtvjft ytn»(( <5 
• tw^i*jflffi»:r»iv>j« ft^T « 

lift 

lOA»t,iJti^m C? thf/t v*^otrr,><f‘» tA<(. ri 
»*•><?« ZaAm r /tty v»* «rtVA«Zf 
i/a> CiAt«ftr>r Juft* ytf.nmniyty.J nf if 
tf**r ijjiiS >A*^A» »f 1 yr,t f»*7«f,«AA.’ 

■CCctKKraf »ff/1fp r i ff (At(« f'b r ^r« 

na^jTrC.f oij »«t^»(/»<<«. AC*nf$r,*gitt* 
Z: *jtC*^irK'ic,*u,.*nrtZc. /Ctjit #«t* 
it f rtv/» ;,M»rA«r ei* ««A»iA 

r«v/trif.tf J***f tCft r ntr*Mi. ty £«/ 

/*'»•! C? tuytHu/ LmmUyiALu. tf 
rtrc^fjfit'air vnfCffiif|itiAtf<«.Mt3Mr«f« 
l»r »t !»«/« fA»/f*»)t(drtf iirtf Ttf 

•m\iyA, g iti-f » W«/Vf f.,jjf r 'cctyCtfimy #«t» 

Imy iAj»3«*'7t* -f «»iAAar#f.7» jv,ty Tf* 
y'Citf « 3« tAl^tf, ^ Jo ftf T A»>«ur AtflK/ty JsS 

7t^i» ytipLL ariftTfai; ^grt jgU Kwmplwi 
by y\yt» < rvtAAay 

t<fuf7fv«^nf» \a «/t 7» tf CgfCipt:, r ntfutt* 

/•AV i»if »«r mitft^ifAfAttii 

t»y A tnAiy t/f*)' «(t wm,tf t(tei|i # »/ 

r ifC*f\*y wfArCAri\ A»^»/t t^7 -A t-i 

WtAvAttlf/t in eii (Ctftttt ftArtfti Umjt 
ufiit If A »» «9 a#t(irr.«7i «t aCitftc iii S{mA*> 
by ftCf»«ff4f,A»T«rW»fU yy»f>JU«t V*» i:?i|f 

mirT?’ tf H\jurt71 y x»f at c* 

AaifT^ ^A t»^fifqvrt»{T(iti«u t^A>> 
Atyttl/Up,& jfvxmy 'j wA • Jff 
B/Atyr*f« -»r« /<fWfU’(ira>J.»!*i/ • Ct(*r ituit 
*%jy, n t itlfitx^if yftt.At/m wt-rA «A<tu 
rt/firft r fitmy,-Tt-{ -xktrityifnt \rtCa>ty. i if 
•? fuo*-n>T$Ay »» /V «i v^t> 

(C/flrft /nT»nnui,*3ri) «f «t bftytftt ••*« 

A(r«rirff Ztr ctTiffit f*fft(i^ffn».iAfmf 

yiC*ftt.*CatJAtli:*(*nS*c <ij i?i «*<«*•* 
•C*tlt.{*r/ a<5* -? ocT CiKrgfu. a'C«/ 

rtf,#»«/*« wiA*«k. Afttf G$fi»f,ir»ff«« <-w»r 
Af*A«7< *y fries LaJgAixiy. A (a 

rwttt{.«nfi/ttft.i(fVAfttt( KfiAtutmtf 
iffrf 3 C* Y C«#iur» V >JA^^ff«»r At<» yr«*)r 
futrifirfy Wvrttt'.ix*'*^^ fuAf«#«f yr7* 

H*ftt»tUtf«Aiftt& , ,»rf i Tf M<V »/«f*ff. 

A‘Cftrmiir«f.i4«v/*f.«'»‘»’‘>^»*f • **<A«fTvti- 

ftrurtfjin^itttiftijw ? 4*/ 

Zf/aair/f. AC«S|M$«*f.it»r##fZr.*f*MAr tf 
t^<(«Cfn*r, ■ tffftwtf. AC»W*r»i A»/if it 
Cftiw ijMMA»A4*>*f. A(/iAw«.f»»it 
a a twirtv 
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MovaxoL avxiypdccpouv £ pya apxctiajv ai)yypacp£a)v 

'Epyaaxr|pio dvxiypacpfjq at povaaxrjpi. MiKpoypacpia auo x £l poyportpo 
xfjq ATiOKaXiJi|j£a)q (1200 p.X.) 
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Thcssalopica 


BYZANTINE EMPIRE 


KINGDOM 

OF 
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TOMOZ I 


IQANNOY KANTAKOYZHNOY 
IITOPION BIBAIAA 


IOANNIS CANTACUZENI 
EXIMPERATORIS HISTORIARUM LIBRI IV ? 


EitArorH 


AHMHTPIOI Z. ZOOIANOr 
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Kingdom of Cyprus 
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Venetian Territories 
Genoese Territories 
Duchy of Naxos 
Knights of St John 
Byzantine Empire 
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MapaiXioq <t>iKivoq 


Kpiaxo<popo Aavxtvo 'Ayy e ^ 0< ; IloXiTiavoq Atipiyrpioq 

XaXKOKOvSuXriq, 1423 - 9/1/1511 
(Toixoypaqna teAuopevt| 1490) 

























recopyioq Xopraronq KpqriKdq noiqrqq tou 16ou at. Toixoypacpia rou i 
a nova nou nidavdv tov aneiKOvi^ei (AocopaTOi Apapiou Kpqrqq, tepoq 1 
Ayiaq napac>Keur)q). 


r£wpyioq Xopx&Tcrriq. Kpt|xiKO<; Ttoir|XT|<; to(3 16ou at.. Toixoypacpia tow 
L8iou alcovaTioi) mGavovxov cniEiKOvi^Ei (Aaaipaxoi Apapiou Kprixri^, 

Lspoq vaoq Ayiac; IlapaaKEufjc;). 




Ainynoi^ 

AAe£dv5pou Tou MantdovoQ 



muMEAtu rwioyoz Bei-ovdfjg 


Nea 'E>.?a|viKf| BiP>.io0r|Kr| 










+f ir^»*»»*•*» £«A«- & fom^pI^Su . >cai^in«^*«mM^iiW-*ro)f 

•rr»wToo>i,f £ t*«*4*.M poo-^VT* KOJ^Ti-a^u' Coir ■^Tvrh Kf w^<uwUiQP hjw, • 
n V»* c cl 1 \xsc ’r t >sr^'', aLTTtnrvi^wo^» c f\f" j y*9ur' 


”7* T^Vfel *7°^*-i w« UQLT? rp~ux .t ir^p’iri fJ<C*T»J (JJVrji.rg £ itU-fi' 
. • rxw ’_- CWI^p V L e |af ^to!T • *£U<HFp ^JU^g'-Ti** gfr TOO 
'p f xn; -'u Kt^tu i | -rt JTOp ( 5 uts'>S 4 tTu atVo/iouTTu^g/ • 

‘OO 07*,’ V A." TUiJ TOC I, . rUB/TOO V CU-V u • ]'T.' a *4i' U • - 71 .. T 6- [(rV 0 


/U$AJ9u f £«X 


■ ** • nxotTTV. v ctLT , '^c'j x'^ni/ 

■ • r 1 1 v kjoj' i'x cum • 00 c -hv -rax- 


X.Kai'./'Oti-- m~'') i 1 * | V lx* '>%u-Cry.jVr "T^J* A* P^yo 'ys fc £a*( Jer". 

k o >p" —'otufle!" ,t " tV^uu.. f'-^x^V . 































































Russo-Turkish War (1768-1774) & Greek uprisings 


Operations by Russians & Greek revolutionaries 
Isolated Greek operations ★ Greek revolutionary centres 
Operations by Turks & Albanians ▲ Major destructions 
Islands under Russian control during the war 


Ionian Sea 


tellasona 





















IQAUNHE A AEKA AOflANNHE 


l! mm;* 

ApAwroi tmi tMAMTio« T9 h TorpAtH 
hatakint9n tnANAriAit«r wro 

















































































O EppavourjA riamia^ 

qiav OiAiko^ koi ayuviain^ 
1821, npu)T£pYaTr|<; Tr|£ 
e^Yepanq aiq XoAkiSikh, ano 
nq ayvoTepeq koi npwiKOTepsq 
popcpeq tou AYWva Try; 
Avs^apinaia^. 


'0 'EmiavoufjA naima*; r|xo <I>iAik 6<; Kai ayaiviaxrp; 

xou 1821, Ttpa)X£pydxr|<; xfj<; £^£y£p(j£a)<; eiq 
XaAKi8iKrjv, aito xa^ ayvox£pa<; Kait|pa)iK(ji)X£pa<; 
popqxxq xou Aya)vo<; xfj<; Av£^apxr|aia<;. 








• HfU KAI HArm THI 


KM1 EflANATT 


LEUI 


A6ANAH0I AlAKOI 















'Eyo) rpctiKO<; y£vvrj0r|Ka. rpaiKO<; 0£ va Tt£0<xva). 







«'0 MapKO<; MTroxaaprp; slvai ia<o<;, 6 povo<; £K twv 
t|y£TO)v xou Aya)vo<;, 6ia xf|v axpaxr|yiKf|v a^iav, 8 id 
xf|v Tipoci(ji)mKf|v av8p£iav, 8id xf|v ttoAixikt|v 
ctijv£ctiv i 8ux xt|v i|/uxikt|v £ijy£V£iav, 8id xf|v 
£u0ijxr|xa xou xapttKxrjptx;, 8iaxf|v povaSiKt|v 
avi8iox£X£iav xou ottoiou, 8£v imdpxsi 8£ux£pa 
yva)pr|. Elvai 6 jidvoc; daKiaaxcx; £ivai 6 povo<; 
Ti(xXX£UKoq apxr|y6<;. 'H 8o^a xou dTtrjxT|tf£v dpiciaH; £iq 
xov Koapov 6XoKXr|pov». 

TscjopyLoq ABavacnaSriq-Nopaq, AKa5r| pa'LKoq, d-noCTTiacjpa 


cxTio SuxAe^lv... 
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4C,j LT.H4UC, 0fi«^ClVO^ A«.v O To^OTOic* J!uH»lTap«<. • 










'O i?Mwv6\pu%g 7iu.T&uvt\g 
K& ST£aT7j?Dj 

’Iuavvij^ Max^i^iavnic 
(+ 1864 ) » 
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n^pj)2( vs 
6 A 6 y>g tv 
ytqor'LTtyvrfd 
rj avrAJj... nav^r 
avrij r; 'vc<(^i' 
tov ’OoBoo 6 puiv 
'RA \luiu\.J. 



% wj/^vijTig, "EAA&utg, Trjg i(. 

dim va pdg o$ii<r*v "rtLu A^a nt9i, itw ’Ool 
Jbjda, <hch r| <t>^cf.yuh £a pag pi thti 
vu'pa ’O^SoJb^v. Ka) cica^ca xg] c*Ao/)a c 
2 via TvaSrifMitg. Kaj tTn\yi 7id\tv «g rag <pi\ 
po v ts <g Ayixg. Ava\/a S xavnjAta xa) iAipav 
\jfizui xaAcv dyoontixsv. Kaj fKawnfanag &z 
Bud pcti Tvg dm: «Acv mi ^Aav va 

*dv_* Tilu 'EAWh Bor^si, <^o2i p 

iq jovxv, cuJgi <& piGoiWlwig xgi a9wi<nc9t, < 
^Wu^TDV T^aii^X3\ £#pCV. 4>£gE^£paag p 
£ %\«v S TtfoyAavia tS TOcnanaopTa ii fla' 
M (w atprynn, 'A yd p ov aii© (a yuvfl. sraAripc 
Kpyidfo. vjg Tupgywag va paoxapi\bw xgj va 
4av«r»v ivg "EAUuisg, xavovTag optojor^a xc 
^ &ro ai’3 tou xa&J^&jxcv 6 T^iog dig £p< 
r f^3pog pag...!» (Aroanaapa ^rro S AriOMN 
r MONETMATA tv MfjaAv mrodrv xgi ) 
Y’ vajx fyoa Trig ’EMtamdjg ’Emxaga.<Jiug tv i 8 
StjjgiTTiytJ ’Iuavvf) Maxpir><avvfi). 










H viKr) 0 a £ivai 6 iKr] pa$, av paaiAsuar) 
£15 ir|v KapSiav pa$ povo 10 aioQppa 10 
EAApviKO. O cpiApicoog icov gevcov eivat 
npo66ipg. 

IwawriS KanoGicnpicig 


'JS 










'H vikt| 0a £ivai Sucrj paq, 
av paaiA£i3ari £u; xf|v 
Kap8iav pa<; povo to 
aia0r|pa to 'EAAtiviko. 'O 
(piAt|Koo<; Twv ^£va)v £ivai 

TipoSoTriq. 

'IaxxvvTp; Kano8iaTpiaq 

CEGvdpxilO 

[[= xaq au(ipaxioc^ ttou ovxom; ttpettei va Kavp^ a av piKpf| x<Spa TtpETtEi ovxoo^ va Eivai 
iJTUEp xoov aupcpEpovxoov xrjq X^P a ^ Kai tou £0vou^ pa^. OXIAAA02 EMOYAIOS! ]] 














i» \ 






















. 


yrXAPHS 


T 0 

TASIAI 



a/tiivurffai irepi i rirr/nj^ 
ft M. ul 



A © H N A 

TrnorPA+p.io tot ,5;. <K. ^Baastot 

1888 





?a>C<-t^ <<s <C*(' t/C.eMr '• 

' </< it j*eS.Z "tt,- /f <> ■ it z -" 1 

it iu'ittu (*t / i,£ f*i.,eut 

£ < /a uY ^ it C Mf/ t da 


A/*' ^ 

'^'Z* , 9 «- 


v 




*•/ 


4* « *-«*/ / 

N/ (\£ *t ^ 

J tyO( ^ if* {-'ci-at- 

q» i 






0 EAAAZ, HPfMN 


XflPA, Tl rAIAAPOYZ 
BTAZEIE TOPA; 




Q EAAaq, npujwv xuipa, ti 
yaVSapouc Pyc^ic Twpa; 

































































NikoAococ KaaouoiiAi 



Arinr|TpLO<; Alviav 









Ka)VCTxavxivo<; Ea0a<; 





NtKoAttoq noMxrn; 



BA£IAH£ 
MIX AHAIAHS 
1849-1917 











Xpfjaxoq XpiaxopaffLAriq 










AX£^av8poq naTraSiap&VTT|<; (1851-1911) «t| Kopv<pr| xa>v Kop\Hpa>v» 
Kaxaxov K(a)v. Kapdq)r|. [[Na 6ko\5x£ auxanoi) Xeeitj M£y6At| Ilouaxpa, 
816x1 ki avxoq povov XiyctKi dmExei 611:6 xfjv xoia6xr| Kopv<pr|v!!!]] 






















Kcovaxocvxivoq Xocx^otiouAck; 


6AAHNIKH 
4 H AM OY P r I A 
































IIAPAMY0IA 
TOY AAOY MAS 



EniMEAEiA ricbgyog 'Iamvvov 














Honourarv Hellenes. Romans. Rom(ioi). Greeks and 

their Achievements of the 20th Century (a small 

selection): 










'0 TsAAoq 'Aypaq (EijdyyEAoq 'Ia>avvou) a£T|AiKia 18 etwv 



4AAHNIKH 

AHMIOYfriA 



flANNHI BAAXOriANNHZ 


TEYXOI 144 


TIMH APX. 7.000 










«'H ^evo pavla elvai 
X^piaxia. Elvai 
upoaxDxia. Elvai 
Kovxapapa. Elvai 
acpiAoxipia. Elvai 
aipiXoTtaxpla. Kal £lvai 
^utaaia. Kal elvai 
apa0eia.» 


riavvoTtouXo*; 


nepucAfj*; 




«A ko upnibvraq oto edvoq pot 
avdpumoq. Aev pnopei Kaveic, 
fexviovraq rqv Karaywyi) tou. 
and nou 6yr)K£, nou peyaAcoo 
avidpeipe. Mou apeaei va 6A 
Seopouq tou. Auto da nei eAe 


«'AKOvpmovraq oto iOvoq pov va yivto 
mo avdpwnoq. Aev pnopei Kaveiq va 
eivai avOpamoq ^exviovnaq n)v 
KaTayaiyrj tov. Na Ovparai Kaveiq and 
nod (iyfjKe, nod peyaAiooe, noio eOvoq 
tov aveOpexfje. Mod apeoei va {SAenei 
Kaveiq rovq Seopovq tov. Avto 0a nrj 
eAev0epia». 

7 


(m)v Apayovpr]^ 













H ZQH EN TAOQ 


KaaxavaKriq, MupipriArp;, Tep^aKTiq, Beve^i;, Zooms io 1933 









b <y ^5, u » 

KwaxcH; Il£ppLKO<; 






'Hpd> KtoVCTTCtVTOTTOljloU 


X w 4 1 i 1 ^ f 


AeAoc Kapayictvvri 



KSSTAX lATAE-Mti 

o aeaaeytos tasiaioths 

II (umi>l lift 


HWJ 















[Jpon/ici) Tovg 'PepnETCcq, aXXa ki avrdc; 6 xvnoq dpEacjg avtoOev Sev tjto teXeiuu; 

aTaXavToq... 































EviyEvfiq au|ntotTpuoTT]<; ps Evav ocycniripEvo Kvntpaio <plXo... 







I. 0. KmcpiSfiq (ibq <poirr|Triq) 





iTifipoq MeAck; 



mass* 











ExpocTfjq TalpKOcq 













MOIXOnOAII 

Ar A’GH'NAI THT TOTPKOKPATIAl 
1500-1769 


to Jtopw jbt&Xujt iow&tra 
$ou>r)c M^G$6n«Ao<; 



























AHMHTPIOI FI. «ATOVPO£ 
a i k htopoi 

——— 1 1 07 - » 


H ZOH MOY 

|IIOrPA«IKH l£TOPHZU) 


A E Y K A A A 


1 98 6 









.Ffyni- 

(®PL«D.) 


AfiMna^o) 


KMaviM 

<Kn»cppas> 


Sfukiotes Kavalloa 

SwotiwIlO (Ko)kuJo<| 

■ vJcP" \ 

Asjwoperakala Spanoc 


Katouna 

(KOIOUVS) 


Kalanwsio 

;Kota|jlrao<) 


Koftyvata 

AoAA-paroi 


> E S, 


KomBo 

mouaAw> 




Msnav 

dWtaMaary 

/V \ 

Nikoa 

l (ttookno 


Charodalika 

<Aopo8«a»oi ( ' 

EHomow 

, <Ekka|4ve) 


Dragano 

(ApHravav) 


Apdlonk 

<Ai»oMu»k»;i 


Syvrw 

( 1 j.Pp.-v Vaartka* 


r «m 

(Apo^ntioot. 


lnapicx.xii:v ? Kawmw 
; . <.—_(Kmujitac 


Flamo 

;Ouprtv 


Mikro« ; Poioa 
Giatos 


Kontarena 

cKcF.rapcr.’al 


Swota 


Evgros 


AgMca 


cmo 


Pejagos 


Vi icr«-jc. 


r 


1 



































•O\o 





, f s e i n o * n o « 


AOK*a«Kf 


Hpa«*eia. 
.KuwmoviwoOnolin " 
XaA«n*Ova" .NikouWcio 
K l0< '. .NIkqiq , 


Jlpouoa 

' y 




IvtnoAn ^ s Z«vci>itn 

JUiwa 

.KooTOi*ovfj .Jap 4 KX>vta 

+'* . Jpanc<ouvta 

» 4 . . Krpaaawta 

. .► _Apaacia 

Hit o . 

tp<«xxnr 


• » v r ■ a 


.AOOOS * . 
AWoAI. /KcyOUOC 

Nea«utata. » 

IllUpVT) 

MIAHTOC' 


.AyitUpa 

ft T • A 


3 r.jJOoir.<a 


i ■ t i « • « 


A*«apvaoa<K Att<ttHa ntp¥I) 

«v«o^ Maw.'""'’* ’ '•-< 

*MOpa 


Vdvio 

AVHAOMIft 


NconoAn .Koiodpcia 
i * 

Koppa\n . A . „ ^ , « .Niiapgnenip 

J-' ~ ► . 

.r.«xx>c ' 

ZcOyya 


.Aftnva f ^ 1 

.AAe^av&pena 


^Movoonfc* 

KYnPOI 

.A€OKU) 0 »Q 


I V f IA 


XAPTHI M. AXIAI 






























Ki av sivai 
o Aokko^ 
ctou ttoAu 
( 3a0u^, 

Xp£0<; |J£ 

to xspia 

ctou va 

CTnKU)0£IC. 



Ki av elvai 
6 XaKKoq 
gov ttoAaj 
Pa0v<;, 


XP£o<; [ie 
x&X£pi« 

gou va 
crr|K(ji)0fj<;. 



KaxaLintaXtiq, fKaxaoq, Kapavxwvr|q, 'EXuxxiq 






























BotjOocei av art] (wr) ovvavTt]or]c; Kai KpaTijaTji; pia kccXt] yvvaiKa! 



ruopYoq Kox^ioijXaq (KEVxpo) 








"Av Eifiai (covravoc;, eLvccl yiari ei/ucci fia^i oac;. Av 

7 f 7 f 

EificcL fia^i aaq, Eifiai $o)vtccvo<;. 



I 


Kai otav 6ev 


ne0aiv£i o eva< 


yia xov aAAov 
slpaaiE n8n 


VEKpOi 


TAEOE AEIBAAITHE 


Kai oxav 8ev Ti£0aiv£i 6 £va<; yia xov aAAov £i|iaax£ 

rj8r| v£Kpoi. 






0 Mcv*Ao«< AoiwItiwK 








© flCIH iHii P„. MOJ. <l>u\rPAE, KXTsc 9 i,Teyp*?i*v Xn- 
<p9:iaxv r.zc cSmuepou «ij t© ApeitexatTtciev One xeii auvrat- 

xreu n*; 





























i\w mm 















































riavvT|t; ATioaToXaKTi<; 


ApxeTo EGvikou Oeaipou: IcrrTcpoj AAkcu'ou (Kupfa Kcmva), Kcmva ria^ivou 
(Eua), AGavaaia MoucrraKa (Opoaco), OtoToq noArrnq (lKr|vo0£Tr|q). Mupocrra: 
Baato MavioAi'Sou (ToOAa). 






Jt a Ki ;r.4.f > t ii 1.4 i Mil tmit 


O KYBEPNH l II L 
KAIlOAIZTPIAZ 

kai m AniArYocp&tKic 
THE v A.X^AOS 


^!>nu;iv •> r.* •« » * ■ ht r '\i *im 



Atvoq noX.Lrr|q 







AIE0NEI EmiTHMONIKO IYNEAPIO 
MNHMH ETYAIANOY AAE3I0Y & MAP0AI AflOEKITH 







































0avdar|q IlETad[Xr|q-Aio|ir|8r|q 







xrosiir. Misrtox 


MK NTOMATA 
rE\TH MIIANANAL 


ip??®' 



KOZTAZ TAXTZHZ 



T6 TpITO CTT£(|)dvi 

MYOIITOPHMA 



AcKoiri oyfion ckSooh 
Aei^vo 1985 



















A.IT. na7iaSh:aa<; 










Krpirik'oq Xapa/.apmfii 


«11viy treat ora prjX<* H l l’ v XH 
Kai ora fia6ia ftaOaivsi» 


«nviy£xai axa prixa t| 

*i™xn 

Kai axa pa0ia pa0aiv£i» 




1954 Aiyiva 
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•1 

n 

' ■ Ifi V 
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Ar||iT|TpT|q OioTidcSriq 



















Aiovuaioc ZockuGtivoc 



Kup' AyyeXco! Not Kai 6 Ticnniouq!!! Il£pT|<pdcv£ioc, Kapapi Kai'Yi|jlaTr| Tipr| Hpaiv!!! 









AL|iiXio(;Xoup|iou^ioc; ( 1904 - 1973 ) 



Kpmvoe rr)C Aa^r/Tryy i«c koi roi 
Defttpoi'. SruioaiOYp^’OC. 

|if roi|»prt<ini(; 

H 0titeia roc w<; 6»eu(hivr^ roc 
nVviKOt'i Ofrtrpoc (15)55-64 ),of |ii« 
cctt6 tic ActprputtDti; citox^C too. 

cuvSi0r|M. |iLTi| CLa|.io0LTr|Oi| nov 

EnifSaupUov 105 ttfiaiOU 4 1< -OTi| 3 d/\: 

pc Tfjv civapuom) Tip, tcpiGTooicvikim 
kC 0 pU> 5 iut MCI TO CXVOiypo TOC 
E 0 VIKOU Ttpoc; VIOL’C (TKnVO 0 STtC. 
pouoiKocc; koi iidonroioVi<;. 


Eni Trie 9 iitci«(, too oto EQviko 
0^«rpo OeopoOe niO»iK«v ro 
l t>lCTTlPcL? 1 A 0 r|VU)V MCI TO Au><5o)vtcc 



Ai|iiAio<; Xoppou^ux; (1904-1973) 


Kpt|xiKoq xrjq XoyoxExviaq Kaixov 0£&xpou, Sripoaioypdccpo^, 
p£xa<ppaaxr|<;. 











' 'H 0r|T£ia xou dx; 8i£U0uvTT|q xou 'EOvikou 0£axpou (1955-64), £iq 
piav duo xa<; A.apitpox£pa<; ettoxck; xou, guv£8£0t| p£xa xrjq 
0£apo0£xr|CT£(A)^ xdiv 'Em8aupia>v dx; £xr|aiou q)£axipdX, £mxfj 
dvapidxi£i xrj<; dpiaxotpaviKrjq KcopcoSiaq Kai xd> xou 
'E0 viko( 5 avolypaxiTtpoq v£ouq aKT|vo0£xa<;, pouaiKouq Kai 
t|0OTtoiou<;. 

' 'Em xfjq 0T|X£ia^ xou eu; xo 'EOvikov 0£axpov 0£apo0£xr|0r|aav xo 
4>£axipaX A0r|vd>v Kai xd Aa)5d)via. 





KupictKoq IipoTiouAoi; 



































HIGH 












































li»vi ti'V 


















/J 





























it iaaa! Eiaai rj Ayam] nov 


* • 






















mil 


Txi&apa tov 

6ZKAKHZ 

ip • ClKopyTtcriaTac, 

































Ar|pr|Tpq<7 Eepar^ (apiaiepa) Kai 



'e|jTrema 


'IouXlOg 1921 (July, 1921) 

> 

(New Victor Greek Records) 




















































































F.n.ttz MAM/WTlAhl 


5L ,,J, -»5 


Oi jwvotg rov xaq>t (ifidv 


r/a 


AAAMANTIdHI 


WtMIII AAAMANTIAI 


Ahaiunriftnc 


ayecmpc \IZ 











L 













Tcodvva IbcDpyaKonotitoU'H PEMriETIL 

















riQPrOS KAPAMTIEAIAE 


TO aHMOTIKO 

T?Amm 

AnoTU7tG)or] Trjg idionpooumaq 
t ou veiorspou sXXrjviopoi) 



ENAAAAKTIKEE EKAOEEIE 
2017 












noproi nAnAiiAEPHi 

( 1902 - 1977 ) 


r 









C. SVAyia TQutf>a AcobwvT\<z Iwawivcov 


C01 


I A1HM0 TMUMTAOTAA0 RMATO 2. Ml MATIOT A0TAOTAU 1 HMI fUMTAI TOM Am—0*0 
A ITAOTAJ MOWfTA#TA0 4 T»*MRU MOT Of MMMAMA 4 0 MCN0T1NI T IMA MATKAAJ 
MMOTH* • IDKTtMNO MOT MOT At t nCMCTfMAKU © H OMOA »8 HAUU TMX iAMA*NAZ 
• I MAMIA AIN T*N HAMAHA II nOTAAIO IMAIITA OOTMA II 0 MOTKAX Kl 0 nuOAfKAl 


cot 

I A n TO MMACN iOUMMLA 1 TMTHC LMUUU OOP AT A 1 MKT TO KOMIUNO AJ0AM8 4 ITMS 
rmUMM TOM AMOO I ATT A TA MATU AMMO MOT 

A MA MOT* KOAOMA IT© HtNO T OORX XTYlUil TO MAMTAAO • UllOOK^fMO KAOTOl 
♦ OMAIA HOT CMAJ M NTOM MAI 16 ITO ANOUiAfWXX OMOlCX tt *A IOT MHO OOAA ITO 
IKTAAJU tor 12 IUI riAMMU OAC OM II T 4TATW fUTl UAi 0MA1A 14 TOMA TA HOTAAA 


CDS 

1 OMOMOOT U AMAMO 2 OCTTAMI MOT AANTMOTATO I XTCAAA MOT HIM* 

4 W ATT© IDT TO XAMOTLM 6 IMMIMA TO RNMAW MOT 4 0 RATIAMTONKt T (MAX 
AIMMTH lOMCTf • M rUAAAAMriMAMA • ITT1MA HCMAJKOMATA H 0 RONTTAMTAJU4 

ii oi nAitrn it OMnMmAMX 11 xmko aim m tmo tr ri aaaaii ia mcxa ctm oomcio 
ii omz oi (uncTAMCzn 


> 

> 
m 
X , 

o 1 


x 


5 i 


I 

•S 




eiaa lton rn 
MOT IlOTAMC 
NoaxaAyi 

TT|V fir|T£- 
Qa TOU 

















EriEiEPrAxiA-ioT. An. roprorETAi 


riANNHI KYPIAKATHI 
( 1884 - 1957 ) 


AHMHTPHI APARAKHI 
( 1891 - 1956 ) 



www.palko.gr 


( TO XPYZO KAPINO 

TOY NIKOY 
KAPAKaiTA 


AHMOTIKA 


No 44 


I I. 0 nflaravoc 

2. roRa5i6iwnooa 

3. 0 rirlioq 

4. ApspiKii 

5. AapnaOet; 

6. MaotopiKo 

7. 'Eva Ka/toKaipaxi 

8. OeaaafliKO 

9. Ooa xoptapia exei n yri 

10. TEitovicoa 

11. Kupayiwpyaiva 
^ 12. Ilia 
^ 13. EPapviapa 
^ 14. Mavx?oupdva 

)L TA IIPOnOAEMIKA 
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ZJ1 


T J 
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I XPYS 



ZONTANH HXOrPA<DHIH 

TAKHZ KAPNABAZ 


KXapivo: flANNNZ BAZIAOnOYAOZ 












a\/oi/apioi/ 


? r J l j*in r J} - A*Vj^fj4o 
n«>>7/^ - >\'JoOtv 
















G X K10. 

r~ •. i % J 















rioproi kopoi 

XAPEI m KA.YMOI 




OIAIQ flYPrAKH 















MAKHE XPlETOAOYAOnOYAOE 


•EPQTEYMENH MOY KAPAIA 
SihvAEyTEPHZ ZEPBRH 



• y ' » 
















M Ml I VMl UnilMV 

..Tfc. 

'|tU\vJwH 


H MErAAH ATPTnNIA 

EAENHil KAPAlNAPOT - K.\ MYTH 

MAPIA <J>APANTOVPH 


i ?/a hfitiwm&Q 

ui »»ijo «dt i n'AtouiiY in*. ‘MirAAn*. *v(" "vHk“ »6 H r« xi nrto 

«r<dp*r.i«i»pn, tnH'oirt^i^T.n ' mh&x, >• Mv^v^itn rrj«: fipT*)«ip'*» 
•Avt n| ' w« ■ | ♦luv'i . o«o£iudli> *p»fe t iu Ai.¥fu.o.» m 71 

o -ipc-pyr; luwn-- ’oa ci vsn m»\>u;t»o- ♦•uva r*a 10 < !:_4 hjAC. 

vt.^viv, ivin.**.'o.’n'> * .-7»'W. EJL 































AHMHTPHI MHTPO(]AMI 
HA PA HOMO 


















TottoOHK «a IfcapM fttvov 



































|i£ tt)v BouXa rKuca 













II \\\^ 

MO'S r\OYf’ll 


tpafCPi/u 


! a iiaiua fir* nru« 

\iio» 

iritAniiAai 

n AXA V»A MVMA I lO #1 If A /1 
tLAJIOV Tit ATM I II AIAUII MiM 


0 TMMIIOI 


t) All IU IMASIA41AMII 

i rah i«n «m Arm! 
IfAIOt >1 t»a IVTTVfclU 


AfAkl 


\ w \ 


MOUSkOllltl 
D \ki s 



































Mia uAsidSa KaAAiTSxvcov toO P£|jtt£tikou gto Kmpo 
tou «KaAapanavou» cni<^ T^u^icpie^ to 1947. Kcrrco: ItsAio^ 

K£po|JUTr)<;, AttootoAo^ XaT^nXPn aT0 ?. ricopyo^ 

MrjToaKri^, Tiawn^ nanaicoavvou, riiopYO^ 
MaviaaAn^. Ito Kmpo: Imipog ri£piOT£pn<;, Apyupn? 
BappaKapn?, MapKO^ BappaKapr^, ’HAiag noToaiSn^, 
Kcaaia^ PouKOuva^. ’ETravco: Kwaia^ MaposAo^, 
Zaxapia^ Kaoipcnris. (flr|Yn : www.esperos.com) 











navayiorcriq Tovvtck; 

0 NEOS MOVUKOS QPUMBOX 

H KAKOYPrA nEOEPA 


<naiZ€Ta| Yno TQN rPQ/nttOOQNQM) 



IAKQBOX RCTPOV MONYAN«PttI 
‘O •f«x«var^C “«* 0Ov«nf0ffrr^#«ir( Ivnqti 

get %*iay3&&u,Q %»t 'A&awaaonailov, noi> 

094§t o4**i>o* An' i«fov tl( <h| or if.* TTAHJj: 

Zfi^aM lot; Ifoxov; fl»v idh» rl«B? mW««» 
«#• <t 'ItnAfitv i7 ■< Amolmi jw*tfor- 

-•* 4/%d %S>9 YQ%m*o<p&*ttr 





















KAITH NTAAH FIAATEIA BIKTQPIAZ 












TA AHMOTIKA THE EAENHI BITAAH 













(7£ rpayovSia rov EreXiov kui tov Erpctiov 

fanavij iJXOYpfyWl 














































H rYNAIKA “MY0OI" 
TOY PEMnETIKOY 
IE 15 IHMEPINEI 
HXOrPAOHIEII 


PENA 

ITAMOY 

AnOUJE M' ErKATEAEIMJEI 




TIMHTIKH BPAAYA 

Toy zyMnAOoyz TPAroyAizToy ton 


AT^TK^N TP^roVAIftN 

JIM APOSTOLOl 


Sunbav 

October 


21 


- M;:to l>. M. 

TPArOYAIA-NOYMEPA-XOPOZ 

EVA STVL 

TO nPATMATIKO AMdOMI TKI 
AOHNAX nOY ZflmAflEYEI KAOE 
EAAHMIKO KAI it MO TPATOYAI 
nOY EKTEAEI 




(GRAND BALLRCX 
311 West 34 th Str« 
NEW YORK CIT 


KXX 

SONGS NUMBERS -0/ 

0 

J. FRANTZESKAI 

O MAEXTPOX TON AIXI 
KAI TOY 
PAAIOPONOY 




manous hiotis 

O 6 f)VioopY 6 ^ 


KOO 


xal 


YZOYKI KAI MPOYZOYKSID. 


JIM APOSTOLOU 


. B *«wdin<J Arts! foe LIBERTY *nd 

RE CORD5 who will •nlcrUin you by 
tfng ths Utsst Crock songs, u well ti the old time 
favorites and hiU. 


K. KAPLANIS 


‘0 KoXXiTtyiYn; woo (ai tV|v 
Ttyvrf too otA |jwou(oGKt nal 
tOv coyevAoTaro tp6wo too 
^Yenn^ wtptoodTtpo dw<*> 
aoOc 6AXo KaAXtT^yvTf otY|v 
'AptpiK!^. 


MARY LINT 


Master of Ceremonies PETER RANDALL 


OA AABH ME POX KAI O 

PETROS NIKOLAOU 

ME THM KIOAPA TOY 

EETPA AA I KH OPXHITPJ 


•H SovaptKff ipvnvtCrt, 
XaUoC Tpcrytx)6«xj 
l^eacn TiXAoralax; 

‘AfitpiKi'l. 


CONTINUOUS DANCING 






















\vfl(\ 



Ayonn pou cniKivOuvn 
duo yuvoixeq, duo oyone 


npoounn • 0 noAioiznq 

ftoq OSlflJJKpEpiOTnKE R.O. 



t' ctyKocGia xrjq KapSiaq Aycnrri pou £miciv8uvr| 'H SiTTpoaojirri '0 
TiaXiaxqfiq Auo yuvociK£q, 8uo ctytmEq "Evaq <x£xoq yicp£piaxr|K£ K.a. 























Ncimavi emtuxies z e 
uspesi... jjs teus... *' 














HAick; 

AiouyKoc; p 


1986 


BaoLAric; 

Aekkcic; 


O MANO* XARIMKI* 
STH KVAAIKH ArOA 


/ 


1 




55 

TPAPCNAIA 19471985 



Mapia 

(Dapavxoupn 


'EAAn 

naoTiaXa 



'HAlch; AiovyKoi; BaaiAr|<; Aekk<x<; MapLa Oapavxoijpri "EAAti riaanaXa 
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BENETXANOY 
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/ 1 E I M I E 


AAIKEI nPOZEYXEI 

PROFANE PRAYERS { f\ 







































0ANOI MIKPOYTIIKOI t OAYIIEAI IflANNOY I1AME EANA An THN APXH t 

PITA ANTfiNOflOYAOY 
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0E23 


flANAriOTHI ITEPHOY 




O XPHITOI AEONTHI MLAHZE ETON 
MANQAH IKANAAAH J^TON 
NIKO EYAOYPH! 











































































































Bckv Moa’XstyLov 


7a Um?cv$<uaa 










































KQITAX OEPPHI 


ttjk OT ayoi vioTorv 

IGTHPIA i\EONAPAOY 
MIXAAHI MANIATHX 
NIKOI KAAOIEPOIIOYAOX 


UO\’l)lKI| 

ITAYPOISAPXAKOI 






















LAKIS KOSTAKIS 
























APOnO/\OZ NIKOAATAHZ 



X AX AX AX AX AX A!!! TI AAAO NA IIEPIMENAME AITO TON FIAANHTAPXH!!! OPE 

AIAXKEAAEH AIIOVE!!! 









rPHrOPHI A YE ENT 10 



«Itr|V £' 

avayKri 

aycovio 

n£0ava 

'EAAr)va' 

aAAa 

0a |i£ n 


«Lxf|v £axaxr|v 
avaYKriv 0ct 
ayoivioxA Kai 0a 
Tt£0dva) aav "EAAr|va<;, 
aAAa ^aivxavdv Sev 
0a |j.£ mdaovv.» 




YAT0PA7 nAMHKAPIAI 
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.HQIPERIA MAKEOONI 1 A ^ 

V X "• v\ . 

sjj* 

EAAAAAELLADA ,* 


Ankara 


AVnvoi 

Mhln*i 


.Aegean Sea S 

A VA *« ^ 


UAIASTAK 

Yerevan* 

r< 

\IRAN 


SOU R I YA 


KYIIPOl ^IKf 
KYPROS *L*^om -t 
KIBRIS W UBNAN^ 

Beyrouth* ( # 0 *neahq 








































EfllAOI H AFIO OnEPETTEI 
TOY 

NIKOY XATZHAnOlTOAOY 
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EAENH BITAAH MAPIA AHMHTPIAAH 


18 AiavoTpayouSa 
THq niKpnq 
naipiSaq 

TOU 

riANNH 

PITIOY 






















yia va 0u|iouvTai oi TiaAiot... kcu va iiaGcuvouvs oi v£oi 

By_kal962gr 


yia va ©vjiovvxai ol TtaAioL. Kai va jia0aivouv£ oi 

V£Ol 


AEEXAETA EIAAIA AAIKA TPAfOYAIA 


CiJLCQOBGaj? 


ToAr|q 

BOEKOnOYAOI 






'Pa)(iT]dc |iov! AyaTtri pou! KapSid pou! Aoviaaadc MOY!!! 
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hbzibhz norooiTiam.inva bibnkon.opzxthz mhkphz. bhmhtphz xopn. 
mimhz 0nrono*noz. zhzpbntib bpbnb. zbbh bnmtizth. bhmhtphz mipht 

MONZIKH: MUNOZ XHTZIBHKIZ 



























Icvapo-LqvoikoMi: 

riANNHi M/rnmni 


0 e^ucm; Kaxoapd<; eivai tvac aoreioc; 

kcu anAdc; av#p«ndKo«;. ZuYropa dpax; 
L avaxaAurnei 6 ti eivai koi BXokcic yia 
QKpigtia, cvac 0Xd«ac; eai pio6q! 

■ 'Oyn novo autO akkti avovK^etai vo 
WnopaScxtei tt| «0XcW£(a» tou koi 5r)po- 

■ oiox; ITox; aAAiiix; 9o pnopoooe vo 

e^riv^crei oro KQTdpDoro 6ma- 

, arruMO oaq ooo tod auvepnaav 

Qji eapncoOriKe auO n) yorircio 
^ me -xnpod" Oupavicic Ka- 

papaouve Kai dm napaoup- 
'5 m 0r|Kt tcAikO amv napavoplo 
'w x®P«; koAo xaA-a va to ko- 
■ TaAd&et! ApicroTtxwK^ 
1 . Ij KwpujSia |}aoiou£vr| aro 

[ * ^ W epyo ton naoiYvisoTOo 
0 /tt. AnpTrrpri 4>a9a pconaprapi 

crrtp epunveiep koi ortiwx nou 
niv KaiOTdooouv otq kAocikq 
opitrroupY^MOro tou eAAnvtKOU 

K«irnionrOYP<iKJ>Ou. 


Icvapx) — XxqvoRtoio fidwrn AaA.iavi6no 
npuTayuviOTOov: Xpnarop Euflupfou, Piko AiaAuvd, 

AsoviWnq rionaviavvdnouAoc Avdptoc; MndpuouMic;. Xtaupot; ieviSrtc;. 
/\aup6viT|<; AiaveAAo<;. ridwryp fxuovdwK Moptna Ne{ep. AAwa Ztpotttyou 
flapoywYO A<poi PouooonouXot - C Aa^aptSrK A. Iapp^iq-K vPappdc; 
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cpsreft&ifie rov 
AeHNA wv CPQIA roi tn IQW. 

|... w'j'jwt to WfiQQM. 
**>,m' . [Jia> {flow no<i 
PTVB ...yi5>irAnMi n:-ute?wt 


...tn ot Epcja am &[m 
tnv,DffV/l4..uM«6t 
jiovo k«i 6aKpu/.._ 

hmmM 


jlnvdfak I.HWAIKil 






























IIPOAOMENH 
AFAIIH (1962) 




ITAYPOIEAPXAKOI 


iTtxoi AEYTEPHI nAflAAOnOYAOI 

TZENH KAPEZH rPHTOPHI MPI0IKQTZHI KATEPINA XEAMH 

ORIGINAL SOUNDTRACKS 







NIIKOS KOUPKOUWS 
TZENH KAPE.ZH 















KccGe (popa 7 tov dvTiKpv(u) rov Eaxava, waved rov Lravpo pov, PXejto) riq 0EEI 
pov, wai i) wapSia pov eXacppuiVEi... d(pov rf Ilavayid pov t'k; oteXvel... «It](tov<; 

XpioToq viwa, oXa tcc wawd awopna»... 



1960 - navxEXfjq ZtpjSoc;, AXLkt| BovyioukAockt|, 
Ar||i6Tio\)Xoq, KalxT| AapTipoTiouAov) 


Mavoq Xax^iS&Kiq, Ar|pT|xpr|c; nanaiuxotfjX, Nxivoq 





11 fl Y P 0 Z ItNlflHI 

abypenihi aiflHtnoi 
ntin. iiY niawonoY aoy 

ntlPOI A O X fl *•* T H l 
[fllJMlHi MSPPOnOYftfll 


ihmoi x**t« 

*v i9»aif (Cl 

* *fi> -ii*;on«T»oc 

I BITi l KIPiriINNHI 













AAIKH BOYIIOYKAAKH • AHMHTPHI BAKAMIXAHA 


I VaCC I*M<ntA*l‘ • IIM'HH HOTMAP.ArtOT 
*rHirot mrui • o rpAHMiMor • t n*<Hi 

M K HIT Art UFA • N rTAlUAI'Hl • 1 > PAlUMAOf 
Ml M A MAFOYAA 


a nAnAfiAMonorAOt • inypor kaA orHPOY • rannhi apeyphi • mikoi txoykai 

TZOAAY rAPMRH • AAEKOI TZaNETAKOI NOTH! riEPflA AHI • OOlBOX TA7IAPXHI 

AAKHI MIX AHAIAHI 


ErxpaMON 

NTIWDY RHMDnOYftOV 













/f?S, 






sssss* 


dPXONIKAM 6 d AHTHI 

e r XPBMON 


idpXOHT 

































































«'Ettpett£ va y^paou), 
ayopi pou.yia va pa0u) 
ti Ei'vai EUTuxia. 

TeAiko EUTuxia Ei'vai Eva 
^Euyapi xcpia.Suo x^pia 
acpiXTa Semevo... 

Auto ttou 0a as 
ayKaAiaaouv, 0a qe 
KpaTnaouv,0a qe 
Koiprjoouv, 0a as 
TT£piTTOin0OUV, * 


Totto) 

0a to 6ei<; koi a 



Iloao dyaTioo xov Bsyyo! Nai, auxoc;, (Kaifj paAAov iSiax;) auxoc; p£ Kpaxr|a£''EAAr|va £v 
oi|/£i £i5aAAa)q avaTiocpEiJKxou acp£AAr|viapoij axr)v aAAr| aKpr| xou Koapou... x^P 1 ^ oux£ 
auxoq, o1jx£ £yd> va xo KaxaAa(3aivoup£... Atio piKpo TiaiSaia, B£yyoq Kai AAu<r|... 

«"E7Tp£7i£ va y£pdaa) ; ayopi pou, yia va pa0a) xl dvai 
£UTOxia. Tailed eutu/loc £ivai £va <j£uyapi x^pta, 5uo x^pLa 
acpixxa 5£p£va... Auxa ttou 0a ok Kpaxrjaoov, 0a ok 
Koipf)aouv, 0a ok 7T£pi7ioir|0ouv, 0a aou pay£ip£i|jouv, 0a 
ok xa'i5£i|;oov Kal axo x£Aoq 0a aou KAdaouv xa paxia. Ta 
TioAAd x^pLa airAa ok Kaxaia^ouv... Xaaipo xpovou... 0a xo 
5fj<; Kai au ooo |i£yaAa)V£i<;...» 
















«'H auyxpovrj 'EWa5a dvai £va 
or noxojpr]Ti)pLO XTLcrpivo or 776 
4>iAeAAr]veg navcu ora ipelma ivdg 

apxodou vaou.» 

- Koii nou ycr rn 5n<; mjpepov npepav! XeipoTepa, Htol xeipwv MnaxahoflLdriKoXaPou^ctc; niivxeiptorouv, rjroi 
KCtKLOTcuv OKOum5ii*>v re a noppipparut v. Kod Zxei Pl° pnOXCK... 

























BiKu MooxoXiou 
LKOYPIALMENA XEIAIA 


Avxpcu; civai auioc; txou 
oou 6iao(paA(^ei pia xexoux 
yuvaiKtia, irpooxaxeu|i£vr| 
wcrre av xpeicujxei, va 
xr)v atpr|vn® £ ^ axr l pccva oou 
va pr)v vxpaitEic va pr| ae 
AuTrr|0£i, va pqv avr)ouxn<7£i 



E^unva acxpa Aoyia CX 


MaApiva KapaArj 


TVvxpaq £ivai auxo<; itou aou 
5iao(paAx^£i pia xexoia ywaiKEia, 
TipOCTxax£up£vr| ^avrj, a>ax£ av xpsiocaxrj, 





va Tt|v a<pr|YT|0fj«; atr) pava aou, va |xfjv 
vxpaTrfi<;, va pf) ai AvirnOrj, va pr|v 

avTiav/rjari. 








6<pvcofpapos 
C 00 XCJplQU 
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I s. m. hellaTI 















Honourarv Italians and other Southern Europeans and 

Latinos and their Achievements (a small selection): 




































































Nel mezzo del cammin di nostra vita 










mi ritrovai per una selva oscura, 
che la diritta via era smarrita. 3 

Ahi quanto a dir qual era e cosa dura 
esta selva selvaggia e aspra e forte 
che nel pensier rinova la paura! 6 

Tant'e amara che poco e piu morte; 
ma per trattar del ben ch’i' vi trovai, 
diro de l'altre cose ch’i' v’ ho scorte. 9 

Io non so ben ridir com’i' v’intrai, 
tant'era pien di sonno a quel punto 
che la verace via abbandonai. 12 



Sonnets to Laura 






Causes Petrarch joy, but, 
since the love is 
unrequited it is also a 
source of unending grief. 

Exclaim Laura to be 
untouchable; on a 
pedestal; Too good for 
him. 






- V - YY > ; ", 

un film dc Luchino Visconti 
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Pedro Calderon de la Barca 
( 1600 - 1681 ) 

(Este es el soliloquio mas famoso del drama 
espanol; 

ocurre at final del primer acto r cuando 
Segismundo 

piensa en la vida y en su suerte.) 






Suena el rey que es rey, y vive 
con este engano mandando, 
disponiendo y gobernando; 
y este aplauso, que recibe 
prestado, en el viento escribe, 
y en cenizas le convierte 
la muerte, idesdicha fuerte! 
<LQue hay quien intente reinar, 
viendo que ha de despertar 
en el sueno de la muerte? 

Suena el rico en su riqueza, 
que mas cuidados le ofrece; 
suena el pobre que padece 
su miseria y su pobreza; 



suena el que a medrar empieza, 
suena el que afana y pretende, 
suena el que agravia y ofende, 
y en el mundo, en conclusion, 
todos suenan lo que son, 
aunque ninguno lo entiende. 

Yo sueno que estoy aqui 
destas prisiones cargado, 
y sone que en otro estado 
mas lisonjero me vi. 

^Que es la vida? Un frenesi. 
^Que es la vida? Una ilusion, 
una sombra, una ficcion, 
y el mayor bien es pequeno: 
que toda la vida es sueno, 
y los sueftos, suenos son. 



• 5»1 








J ..." (a vida 

es corta: 
vivt endo, 

muriendo, 
todo sobra" 

Lope de Vega 

Espana 





































CUENTOS 
Y POEMAS 

Ruben Dario 











"La belleza es 
ese misterio 
hermoso que 
no descifran ni 
la psicologia ni 
la retorica/' 

BORGES 
Jorge Luis 
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Francesco Sanvitale 



Giuseppe De Luca 

Baritono inimitabile 

i 

Le mot he coumcne 


U N I V F. R S I T A 








Before Cubism- 

Picasso's 
"Blue Period" 


Pablo Picasso 



www.rasiel.com 


The Blind Man's Meal 


1903 

oil on canvas 






















LISA DELLA CASA 



Handel 


CLEOPATRA’S ARIAS 

from 

JIMS CAESAR 















BIZET • CARMEN • BEECHAM 3f0f*0( 











jPatria o muerte! 
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Fantastico 

Mundo 

de 


UNA PRODUCTION 


FRANCO CR1STALD 


UN FILM DE 


FEDERIC°FELL|NI 

mnm\) 


Argument y gutunpoi FEDERICO FELLINI y FONINO GUERRA • Producida par FRANCO CRIGTALDI 
UNACOPRODOCCION ITALO-FRANCESA-EC.(ROMA)-PE.tE(PARIS)-TECHNICOLOR' 














Vaxitt Fa** 















Amelita Galli-Curci 

in Opera & Song 


With - 

Tito Schipa 
Giuseppe de Luca 

















To be Cosmopolitan, Polites comes before Cosmos. Once a Polites, then One can be 

Cosmopolitan. 



■ Aa 


r . (Vm/u/i/ 

SiPOMMcnhet 


C 0 M P L E 1 
P I A N 
SONATA 















Honourarv for other) non-Hellenes, non-Romans, non-Greeks incl. 

people and cultures of Alien Extraction and Modes of Living and their 

achievements fa small selection): 


















iiira tiu 




iiam u 


l n<li 


ii Iium 
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4|iiiln ubt la 


iliil 


Bao 


&u 


I.-., 


Mrel 


veu 


bo hong. 


In.. co 


1*5 


mu: 


Auk III 


A till 


\ur: 


Ull 


I inli mmv, long triai! Anh hicn iigann doi iln-n in in troi 
( liun ijtiu clinn nun. tinning eh Ml lt*n cun 
l)j > t*n linli (run. nga\ vt ai live gi... 

I u hun la\ (ten., nun nim linig net girl clu» anh 

hi .mil > ui butre duu’ng quiiii liunh 

Moi cm daily xinh. mat cm n an tlnli 

Mail \anh he ny.. dm rim. ghi dau nga> dan ra bief ramb! 


Tri Ini anh yffu: 

"Khong "inn con htror thin gian di. 

Myt nKim dem nhb nhicu mo nhicu... 

Mini kliu> a giitng to. gio khuya hung her den hiu hilt ngyn 
I tnrng tir.. doi hie buun vi anh vf»ng nhii." 









S&ftf * Duy Klianli 
* Htfdng Lan 


OCop^h to «tw kooc :«i 
UC^lOumi 


TV*W»i* 

Ll BA CHIT 

Htetm 

t.£ va* noiN 
PMaglfctu: 

JORN JTTTOO 
Mki 

JOHN TOMLINSON 
RjHln 1 Kwk 
rllAlJC TW«BNO 
Hh>hU» 

c« «iiuoNo :>_*) 


T^peiliwtah 
TBUNO TAM OlANO NOOC 
MUHmA« *1 
Watmimnr. CA «6M 

itu) ui&h * mu (uni 


01. trAm nAv b£n cu 

Duy KhAnh 

02 BAO 01(5 EM QU£n 

HiAJng Lan 

03 mAyoOTHUV& 

Duy KhAnh 

04 HAN MACTlJ 

Hjdng Lan 

06. tAm anh ngAy xua 

Duy KhAnh 

06 lAngtO 

Huong Lan 

07. ii b6ng 

Duy KrtAnh 

08. 6NQ LAI 00 

Huong Lan 

09 LAY TRC* CON OUOC BiNH Y^N 

Duy KhAnh 

10. CHUY$N 71NH M<>JG THIR5NG 

Huong Lan 


■muse, TAM G IANG NGOCl 

1 toll tote Am #«.DAt 1 
Wmuumlm CA ft&U 


























































Fleurs 

d’Equinoxe 

Un film de JL 


Yasujiro Ozu 
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FILM BY HOU HSIAQ-HSIEN 


SUMMER AT GRANDR 
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Ifanny ochjllexander 

€n Jtlm av jngmarl^rgman 







I. .1 0)1 N S O N 


SAMUEL JOHNSO 


AS account of MIS 

ANI> NUMEROUS WO I 
IN CHRONOLOGICAL O 

A SERIFS OF IMS EPISTOLARY COI 

AND CON VARIATION! WITH HVSY IMI* 

A • 9 

VARIOUS ORIGINAL PIECES OK MIS 

HlTIR ItfOII IVIlll 

THE WHOtR RRimmSO A VIEW or UTfRATLTI! 
IN OEE AT* I AIT AIN. IDA NEAR HAL! 

DURING WHICH lit I LOU HI 

IN TWO VOll'MI 

Bv JAMES BOS VV E 

Vita Him.—— Hr) 


VOtUMl 


T II ft 


r i ii * 


t O X 0 O Mr 

t • I N T * A IV HI mi 0 % 1 I* W 

foft CNAftltl P11 l r, lit 

MKCUt 



WOTIIERING MIGHTS 


A NOVEL, 


ELLIS BELL. 


VOL L 


LONDON. 

tkomas cautltv jirirjr. nmunirR 

?«, wtitm Kuvtvmnii «v 















A lurid ja men “pointing'* llic bone. 



'Blow lh« Wind Southerly* 
8<>*gs 











KATHLEEN 

FERRIER 



We are the hollow men 
We are the stuffed men 
Leaning together 
Headpiece filled with straw 

(T. S. Eliot) 
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RtNOI 


JEAN R 

COULBUKS 


OIR 


f" r ,, 0 v.o« 
m** xt 


RUMEP GODDEN 




ShodMctiox c 
NETH M<EID01 


UNI 

AMT 












Edwin Fischer 


Photo: Fox Photos 




Wagner: PARSIFAL - Knappertsbusch - 1956 (4 CD) 




SCHUBERT 

Der Hirt auf dem Felsen 
& 48 Lieder 

ELISABETH SCHUMANN 


njfwW 

cvy - 1 


HANS KNAPPERTSBUSCH GESELLSCHAFT 
Zweigslelle Kroatien 


Richard Wagner 

PARSIFAL 


BAYREUTH 1956 


Hans Knappertsbusch 



GOLDEN 

‘Mefotfram 


4900*1 i\?> 
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BACH : Kantate “Ich habe genug’ 
BWV 82 

BRAHMS : 4 ernste Gesange 
& 10 Lieder 

HANS HOTTER 



















BEETHOVEN 



QUATUOR H 









































GERARD 

SOUZA 


BARYTON 


AU PIANO 


Jacqueline BONNEAU 



SCHUMANN 



DICHTERLIEI 

(l.ES AMOURS DU PORTE) 


QUATRE CH/ 


\ ) 




DECCfl 






DISQUE LONGUE DUREE 33 TOURS MICROS: 

LXT 2875 


amtistioi'E) 































LES FILMS DU 
LES FILMS DU PAN 
u LA CINEMATHEQUE ERA) 
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IN FILM L‘t 

MARCEL CARNE 


tViHW fY..- fjiAi’l LDKK 
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Always respect one's host, wishing their people the best of luck... but if they want to survive as Australia and as 
Germany, they are going to have to get their Shit together pretty quickly, otherwise they'll either be overrun and 
or fall apart into Chaos... The Mickey Mouse Bullshit has to STOP, because things are going to get Really Tough 
as we move further into the 21st century... Relying Just on More Money and Massified Individualistic Degeneracy 
can only Guarantee One Outcome.... and that is No Australian or German Outcome... 




















































If the Satanic Circus Monkey and its "International Markets" and "International Usury" don't calm down and 
Accept that its Ways are Totally Unsustainable for the Planet, then the Only thing that will Eventuate, 
whether in Decades or a few Centuries (but I doubt very much it will take that long) or... is Unimaginable 
Catastrophe. There must be Much Less Circulation, Much more Localisation, Much more Patriotism,... Much 
more Local Production (economic and cultural) and very strict restrictions on 'multi-national" Corporations 
of the Satanic Circus Monkey... Much more of a Balance between the consumption of goods, and engagement 
in Local Tradition-based Culture, local communities and Respect for the Environment etc., etc., etc.,... and a 
Slaying of the Satanic Circus Monkey and the Groups which GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY amongst its 
Elites Control, Influence, Guide,... Set the Tone,... and Wield forms of Power over Others... The Satanic Circus 
Monkey can only lead to more and more and more ANOMIE and EVIL and must be Stopped. The Satanic Circus 
Monkey is a Manifestation of SATAN. 

Of course, even if things settle down in Spaces, Spheres, Blocs,... humans will be humans and the same "shit 
and crap" will be repeated again and again until there are no humans any longer. But the Current Dominant 
Manifestation of Satan as The Satanic Circus Monkey in the West can only lead to MASS APE ANOMIE and or 
the META-HUMAN = TransHuman as the End of Humans... and the Beginning of the Satanic Monkey Circus 
(which is almost here NOW). BUT EVEN THEN, there'll be no Peace for the Dominant Elites, who will, Sooner 
or much, much, much Later, will be SQUASHED, WHACK!!!. 

For they are Revolting, Disgusting, Manifestations of SATAN, preaching "Equaility" BUT accumulating 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of Wealth and Power for themselves. That is the way of the Satanic 
Circus Monkey, who comes Smiling and "full of Humanity"... BUT IS SATAN, EVIL, UGLINESS and EVERYTHING 
REVOLTING AND DISGUSTING ON EARTH... 



FOR AS LONG AS THERE ARE HUMANS , SA TAN WILL 
NEVER DIE ; BUT THE SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY WILL 
DIE ; i4^VD IF THE FORCES OF GOOD CANNOT KILL IT IN 
OUR LIVES , OTHERS WILL DO SO, AND GOOD LUCK TO 
THEM, FOR THERE IS NOTHING LOWER AND MORE 
DISGUSTING AND GROSSLY UGLIER THAN THE SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY... WE THOUGH HA VE OUR LIVES TO 
SAVE SO THAT WE CAN BE FREE AND LIVE IN OUR RACE 
(BROADLY DEFINED), ETHNOS, GEN OS, TRIBE, 









CULTURE,... ALBEIT OR AT LEAST NOTIONALL YIN 
PRIVATE LIKE IDIOTS... FREEH! AND THE ROUGHLY 
2,500 YEARS WE HAD AS PRE-EMINENT AND IN 
CONTROL, WHILST PRODUCING THE GREATEST HIGH 
AND DEMOTIC CULTURE IN THE HISTORY OF MANKIND, 
YOU, SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, CAN NEVER EVEN 
DREAM OF, FOR CULTURALLY YOU ARE LOWER THAN A 
BARBARIAN (PERSIAN), IN FACT LOWER THAN A 
VULGAR HUN, LOWER THAN AN INVADING ARAB, EVEN 
LOWER THAN AN INVADING AND CONQUERING 
OTTOMAN OR KEMALIST GENOCIDAL TURKU! THE 
FORCES OF GOOD SAY: DIE, SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, 
DIE, DIE, DIE!!! (THE FORCES OF GOOD NOW HAND 
CIVILISATION OVER TO THE CHINESE, IT IS UP TO THEM 
TO LEAD AND ASSERT THEIR ANCIENT CLAIM TO 
DOMINA TE. AND THE SA TANIC CIRCUS MONKEY WILL 
GO SPLA TU! SPLA TH! SPLA 77 // SA TANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY!!! SPLAT!!! SPLAT!!! SPLAT!!! DISGUSTING, 
REVOLTING PESTILENCE!!! DISGUSTING REVOLTING 
RATH! DISGUSTING, REVOLTING VULTURE!!! 
DISGUSTING, REVOLTING, FLEA, PARASITE!!! SPLAT!!! 
SPLA TH! SPLA TH! (AND IF THE CHINESE DON’T DO IT, 
THE APE (AS EXTREME ANOMIE) DEFINITELY AND 
ABSOLUTELY AND FINALLY, ONCE AND FOR ALL, WILL...) 
SPLA TIHSPLA TIHSPLA TIHSPLA TiHSPLA THHSPLA THISPL 
A TIHSPLA TH! SPLA TH! SPLA TH! SPLA TH! SPLA TH! 


AnET&^o) T(o Eaxava; 
'An£Ta^d|xr|v! 



A Depiction of my Soul at the End of Time 


(All Good Things Come in Twelve) 
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A Dialogue between I and S on 
Positions - not bv P.K. 



• The Political and Man 
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• Not related to PR's writings - only for Rhomioi 



• A Dialogue between I and S on Positions 


Disclaimer: Nothing within this page or on this site overall is the product of Panagiotis Kondylis's thought 
and work unless it is a faithful translation of something Kondylis wrote. Any conclusions drawn from 
something not written by Panagiotis Kondylis (in the form of an accurate translation) cannot constitute the 
basis for any valid judgement or appreciation of Kondylis and his work. (This disclaimer also applies, mutatis 
mutandis, to any other authors and thinkers linked or otherwise referred to, on and within ail of this 
website). 








































EVERYTHING WITHIN, ON, 
ATTACHED TO, LINKED TO 
ETC. THIS PAGE AND THIS 
SITE OVERALL THAT WAS 
NOT WRITTEN BY 
PANAGIOTIS KONDYLIS 
(PANAJOTIS KONDYLIS - 
IlANAriflTHS KONAYAHL), 
AND TRANSLATED 
FAITHFULLY, OR NOT 
WRITTEN BY SOME OTHER 
NAMED AUTHOR (APART 
FROM C.F. AND C.F.'S 
LITERARY PERSONA OR 
MR. ANONYMOUS), IS 
POSSIBLY, PROBABLY OR 





















































CERTAINLY ALL WRONG, 


FALSE, CRAP, SHIT AND 
BULLSHIT, AND OR THE 
PRODUCT OF A MADMAN 
OR AN OTHERWISE 
MENTALLY EXCEEDINGLY 
SLOW MIND, AND OR 
LITERATURE (SATIRE - a 
bit of Juvenal, a bit of 


Aristophanes, even some 
Menander and Propertius 
reading Ovid) OF THE 


LOWEST POSSIBLE LEVEL, 
BASEST STANDARD... 


YOU'RE WASTING YOUR 


TIME READING IT - LIFE IS 




























































TOO SHORT. DO 
SOMETHING ELSE!!! 


EVERYBODY MUST OBEY THE LAW!!! 

THIS SITE DOES NOT ADVOCATE ANY POLITICAL OR SOCIAL 

CHANGE WHATSOEVER!!! 

THIS SITE WISHES EVERYONE GOOD LUCK AND THE BEST OF 

HEALTH!!! 

THIS SITE LOVES ALL PEOPLE OF ALL RACES, RELIGIONS AND 
IDENTITIES - PROVIDED THEY ARE NOT RETARDED AND 
INCLINED TO ENTERING INTO SPACES WHICH ARE NOT 

THEIRS!!! 

IF PEOPLE ARE IDEOLOGICALLY RETARDED, LIKE MOST (OR 
PROBABLY NEARLY ALL) “PROFESSORS”, THEN THIS SITE 
CANNOT DO ANYTHING FOR YOU... GO AND SEE YOUR LOCAL 
OR INTERNATIONAL MENTAL HEALTH PROFESSIONAL FOR 
“ASSISTANCE”... HAHAHAHAHA!!! 


MY POSITION, YOUR POSITION - A DIALOGUE BETWEEN 
AN IDEOLOGUE AND SCIENCE ( notbyP.K.) 

I: MY POSITION IS RIGHT BECAUSE IT IS GOOD. MY 
POSITION IS ABOUT RIGHTS FOR EVERYONE, FOR ALL 
HUMAN BEINGS WHO ARE ALL EQUAL. 











S: YOUR POSITION IS JUST LIKE ANY OTHER POSITION - 
IT IS “VALID” OR “INVALID” BASED ON RELATIONS OF 
POWER. 

I: MY POSITION CANNOT BE ONLY ABOUT POWER, 
BECAUSE IT IS ABOUT UNIVERSAL JUSTICE FOR 
EVERYONE. 

S: YOUR POSITION IS NOTHING BUT A SMOKESCREEN 
OR IDEOLOGY BEHIND AND WITHIN WHICH YOU AND 
YOUR GROUP WIELD VARYING DEGREES OF 
DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER - NON¬ 
PHYSICAL I.E. IDEATIONAL AND IDEOLOGICAL, AND IF 
NECESSARY, PHYSICAL, OVER OTHER PEOPLE. THERE 
IS NO POSITION THAT DOES NOT INVOLVE RELATIONS 
OF FORMS OF POWER. HUMAN EXISTENCE IS ABOUT 
HUMAN SOCIAL RELATIONS, IDENTITY, POWER, 
CULTURE, SYMBOLISM, IDEOLOGIES, TASTES (LIKES 
AND DISLIKES) AND OTHER ASSOCIATED PHENOMENA. 
IT CANNOT BE ANY OTHER WAY. 

I: MY POSITION IS MUCH MORE SOPHISTICATED AND 
NUANCED THAN THAT. I ADMIT THERE ARE A NUMBER 
OF PROBLEMS WITH EQUALITY OF OPPORTUNITY VS. 
EQUALITY OF OUTCOME, BUT MY POSITION IS 
FUNDAMENTALLY GOOD. 

S: THE REASON YOU ARE NOT JUST AN IDEOLOGUE, 

BUT ALSO A RETARD IS THAT YOU DON’T WANT TO 
UNDERSTAND THAT ANOTHER POSITION, IF IT FINDS 
ENOUGH RELATIVELY POWERFUL SUPPORTERS, CAN 
DISPLACE YOUR POSITION AND THEN PRESENT ITSELF 
AS GOOD AND YOU AS BAD - AND SUCH A CHANGE NEED 
NOT HAPPEN WITHIN A FEW YEARS, BUT MUCH MORE 
GRADUALLY, EVEN OVER CENTURIES. ULTIMATELY, 
ALL FORMS OF CULTURE, ALL SOCIETIES ARE BASED 
ON RELATIONS OF FORMS OF POWER, WHICH DEFINE, 
AT LEAST AS RELATIVELY DOMINANT, IF NOT 
EXCLUSIVELY DOMINANT, BINDING GOOD AND BAD 
FOR THE PARTICULAR SOCIETY/CULTURE IN 
QUESTION. 



I: YOU ARE ONLY SAYING THAT BECAUSE YOU WANT A 
POSITION OTHER THAN MINE TO DEFEAT MY POSITION. 

S: NO. I COULDN’T CARE LESS WHICH THE DOMINANT 
POSITION IS, BUT I SHALL NEVER ACCEPT THAT ANY 
POSITION IS INHERENTLY BETTER, WORSE, SUPERIOR, 
INFERIOR, BETTER LOOKING OR UGLIER THAN ANY 
OTHER POSITION. IT IS UP TO HUMANS IN RELATION TO 
SOCIETIES AND THEIR MANY FORMS OF CO¬ 
OPERATION AND CONFLICT TO DETERMINE THE 
BINDING FRAMEWORK OF GOOD AND EVIL IN EACH 
AND EVERY RESPECTIVE CONCRETE SITUATION, AND 
WHEN WARS BREAK OUT. IF IT WERE NOT THE CASE, 
THEN HISTORY WOULD NOT ATTEST TO AN ALMOST 
UNENDING VARIETY AND MULTIFORMITY OF 
POSITIONS AND THE EXISTENCE OF FORMS OF WAR 
THROUGHOUT ALL OF HUMAN HISTORY. 

I: EVEN IF YOU ARE RIGHT ABOUT THAT, THINGS ARE 
GOING TO CHANGE, WE ARE GOING TO MAKE THEM 
CHANGE. WE HAVE THE U.N., HUMAN RIGHTS, 
DEMOCRACY, DEMOCRATIC PEACE THEORY, 
DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONALISM, THE LIBERAL 
WORLD ORDER, ANTI-RACISM, ANTI-PHOBIAS, FREE 
TRADE, OPEN(ING) BORDERS, N.G.O.s, LOTS and LOTS and 
LOTS of MONEY, AND SO MUCH ELSE GOING FOR US. WE 
SHALL GET THERE. 

S {In a John Wayne-like voice): “THAT’LL BE THE DAY!”. 
{Speaking normally again, like HAL in 2001: A space odyssey - but 
only as to tone of voice and not as to results, for Science as 
absolutely consistent, non-normative description and explanation 
(to the extent possible) NEVER FAILS): ALREADY NOW AS WE 
SPEAK, THE HETEROGONY OF ENDS HAVE BEEN 
“SLOWLY” WORKING “UNDERGROUND” CREATING THE 
CONDITIONS FOR YOUR OWN UNDOING AND DEMISE. 
WHETHER SOONER OR (MUCH) LATER, YOU ARE DONE 
FOR. NO SOCIAL FORMATION, SOCIETY, CULTURE OR 
“SYSTEM” OF RELATIONS OF POWER, DOMESTIC OR IN 
RESPECT OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, LASTS 



FOREVER. YOUR TIME WILL COME. MACRO- 
HISTORICALLY I NEVER, EVER, EVER MAKE ANY 
MISTAKES. 

The Ideologue left without saying another word, his eyes filled with 
tears, because he knew he could not beat Science on Science’s 
terms. 


23-06-2018 


P.S. in lieu of some comic relief: From the point of view of Science, the Carl 
Schmitt "let there be extremely bloody Fiihrer Principle National 

Socialism and lots of Blood, and more and more and more 
BLOOD" programme is just as valid or invalid as the Hans 
Kelsen "let there be judicial review by a GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE number of fellow Tribesmen, i.e. 
Tribal Warriors of all (of the two and virtually the same) 
sides of the political spectrum, representing "democracy", 
with the Shedding of lots of Blood only when deemed 
"necessary"" programme, or, the Chairman Mao "GREAT 
BALLS OF FIRE" programme. Science chooses neither one 
or the other or the other... - it only describes and 
explains. YOU work out what YOU want... and then think 
about, if you have a Brain, what you might or will GET !!! 
HAHAHAHAHA!!! Good Luck with all of that, RETARDS!!! 

Even funnier: When Fidel Castro used to give his five-day, 
or if one was lucky, twenty-hour speeches, what the 
Comandante was essentially saying was "Satan, Satan, 
Monkey, Monkey - Satanic Circus Mon(k)ey", and he 
wasn't, at least from a macro-historical point of view, that 
far from the TRUTH!!! 

And more tongue-in-cheek FUN: Your Zio-Anglo Imperium is so 
DISGUSTINGLY SICK that if I were able-bodied and not myself Retarded, I'd 
join the Mexicans Liberating California and Texas from the GROSSLY 



DISPROPORTIONATELY Zio-Controlled Yankees and Gringos. Because | 

PANCHO VILLA!!! iYO SOY EMILIANO 


ZAPATA! ;Con el pueblo y la raza (de 
todos colores)! iHasta la victoria 
siempre! 


Some "smart-arses" are going to find out what Pandora's 
Box really means when you open it - totally ignoring those 
who were saying: "don't open it!"... and they are not going 
to like it, not one tiny fucking bit... 

THINK ABOUT IT, RETARDS: IF WEBER AND SOMBART COULD TALK 
ABOUT THEM AT LENGTH, WHY SHOULD THEY BE "OUT OF BOUNDS"? THEY 
ARE JUST LIKE ALL OF US, HUMAN ANIMALS CUM SYMBOLISM ETC. - AND 
WITH THEIR OWN PARTICULAR GROUP AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS 
CONTINGENT ON TIME AND PLACE ETC., WHICH DEFINITELY INCLUDES NO 
A PRIORI GROUP INNOCENCE - (PARTICULARLY WHEN THEIR ELITES "JUST 
HAPPEN" "BECAUSE OF SUPERIOR INTELLIGENCE" (HAHAHAHAHA!!!) (AND 
NOT BECAUSE OF SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY IN-GROUP NETWORKING!!!)... 
TO WIELD GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER IN CERTAIN 
COUNTRIES ETC.) -, AS IS THE CASE WITH ALL GROUPS. AS FAR AS REAL 
SCIENCE IS CONCERNED, NOTHING, ABSOLUTELY FUCKING 
NOTHING WHICH IS A PHENOMENON WHICH CAN BE OBSERVED AND 
STUDIED IS OUT OF BOUNDS, FUCKING DISGUSTING RETARDED ANIMALS... 
AND A GROUP WHICH HAS HISTORICALLY MUCH MORE OFTEN THAN NOT 
BEEN A "PARIAH" GROUP (MAX WEBER), WILL VERY LIKELY RETURN TO 
THAT STATUS (OR EVEN WORSE) WHEN THE WHEEL OF FORTUNE TURNS... 
(BECAUSE NEXT TIME, THE WHEEL MIGHT ACTUALLY TURN AND 
CRUSH THEM...)... 

IF YOU DISGUSTING ANIMALS, DON'T BACK DOWN ON "PRIVILEGE" AND 
"SUPREMACY" ETC., WHAT YOU REAP, YOU SOW AND SHALL SOW AND 
REAP... AND I WISH I COULD BE ALIVE TO SEE IT, BECAUSE YOU ARE REALLY 
INDESCRIBABLY REPULSIVE AND UNIMAGINABLY UGLY AS A GROUP, 
ESPECIALLY RE: YOUR ELITES,... TO THE CORE - NOTWITHSTANDING THE 
MANY FINE OR EVEN EXCEPTIONAL INDIVIDUALS I HAVE DEALT WITH 
OVER THE YEARS... (PERSONALLY, I GENERALLY FIND NORTHERN 
EUROPEANS AESTHETICALLY FOUL, I FIND ENGLISHMEN AND GERMANS 
PARTICULARLY UGLY (THOUGH I ADMIRE MANY (HISTORICAL) GERMANS 
AND ENGLISHMEN), BECAUSE I AESTHETICALLY PREFER, GROSSO MODO 













AND IN GENERAL AND OBVIOUSLY BY NO MEANS ALWAYS, THE SOUTHERN 
EUROPEAN GREEK, ITALIAN, SPANIARD... AS A MATTER OF TOTALLY 
SUBJECTIVE TASTE... I ALSO LOVE THE VIETNAMESE AND JAPANESE... BUT 
THAT IS ALL SUBJECTIVE TASTE... AS WE KNOW... YET IF YOU CONTINUE, 
YOU DISGUSTING, REVOLTING ULTRA-UGLY SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY - 
FUCK YOU!!! - TO TALK ABOUT (IN SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY DIVIDE AND 
RULE, DIVIDE AND CONQUER MODE PLAYING BLACK AGAINST WHITE, 
WOMAN AGAINST MAN, ETC.) "WHITE PRIVILEGE" AND "WHITE 
SUPREMACY", WHEN TENS AND HUNDREDS OF MILLIONS OF WHITES - 
PEASANTS, LABOURERS, PROLETARIANS - TOILED AND TOILED AND TOILED 
FOR CENTURIES TO PLAY A LARGE PART IN GETTING HERE (ALONG WITH 
ALL THE "COLOURED" LABOUR, AS WELL AS THE MANY MILLIONS AND 
MILLIONS AND MILLIONS OF POOR WHITES SLAUGHTERED IN WORLD 
WARS, RAPID/FORCED INDUSTRIALISATION (WITH GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE NUMBERS OF STALIN'S HENCHMEN BEING OF A 
PARTICULAR GROUP), ET AL.), AND WHEN YOUR ELITES WIELD GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER IN BIG BILLIONAIRE BUSINESS, THE 
MASS MEDIA, ACADEMIA AND MASS EDUCATION, THE UPPER ECHELONS OF 
THE COURTS, IN MEDICINE, IN REAL ESTATE, AND IN OTHER FIELDS... WELL 
FUCK YOU!!! IF I WERE SANE YOU’D MAKE ME GO VIKING!!! THAT’S HOW 
FUCKING DISGUSTING YOU ARE, FUCKING REVOLTING ANIMALS!!! FUCK 
YOU!!!). 

PERSONALLY, I WOULD LIKE ALL HUMAN GROUPS TO SURVIVE. ALL 
MEANS ALL.BUT WHAT I SEE IS THAT ONE GROUP IN PARTICULAR, 
ASSOCIATED PRIMARILY BUT NOT ONLY WITH THE WORLD S MAJOR 
POWER, AS NOT UNDERSTANDING AT THE LEVEL OF ITS ELITES THAT IT 
HAS OVER-DONE IT. IT NEEDS TO BACK DOWN, COMPROMISE AND 
ACKNOWLEDGE OTHER GROUPS (WHILST PROPORTIONATELY 
DEFENDING ITSELF AS EVERY GROUP HAS A RIGHT TO DO SO) - AT 
LEAST THE ONES WITH (GROWING) RELATIVE STRENGTH. OTHERWISE, 
AND THIS IS THE CRUCIAL POINT, IF IT DOESN’T BACK THE FUCK DOWN, 
IT WILL GET - EVENTUALLY - WHAT IT DESERVES, AND NO-ONE IS GOING 
TO BE THE BETTER FOR IT... WHEREAS OTHER GROUPS HAVE MORE 
DEPTH TO SURVIVE... AND MIGHT JUST, OR WILL PROBABLY SURVIVE, 
WHEN OTHERS WON’T... 

(It just so happened that whilst writing the immediately 
above, I was also watching a very entertaining movie 
involving - from my part of the world, set in the 19th 
century (avacp£p0r| fj "Evoxik; g£ xfjv l EAAa5av) 
conflicting class interests between aristocrats/nobles 


(k6|itt]5£(;) and the people, i.e. the middle class of 
businessmen, doctors, lawyers, et al. (TioTioAdpoi), when 
the peasants, labourers, fisherman, et al. where not even 
considered "people"... with such class conflicts intersecting 
with individual (cross-class) passions and interests... by 
the much loved modern Greek prose master stylist 
Tpriyopioc; EsvoTiouAoq ('0 Enavaarazric; nonoXapoc;, 
1971)... conflict, therefore, just like groups (of individuals), 
and individuals in and/or related to groups, is a social- 
ontological constant, as is co-operation... the task of the 
historian is, inter alia, to ascertain the (concrete) 
causalities, whilst the sociologist concerns himself 
primarily with (concrete) regularities... and the historian 
and sociologist who can do both, as well as be a social- 
ontologist/anthropologist, can potentially reach the level 
of Paramount Science regarding the Human Condition...)... 

SO, GROSSO MODO, WHAT HAPPENED IN THE WEST, MACRO-HISTORICALLY, 
IS WE HAVE GONE FROM RIGHTS FOR THE ARISTOCRACY/NOBILITY OR 
BARON CLASS VERSUS THE MONARCH/KING, TO RIGHTS FOR THE MIDDLE 
CLASS, TO RIGHTS FOR THE WORKING CLASS, TO RIGHTS FOR WOMEN, TO 
RIGHTS FOR THE RACIAL OTHER, TO RIGHTS FOR THE DEVIANT, TO RIGHTS 
FOR THE INVADER, TO A TOTAL AND COMPLETE FUCK UP, WHICH WILL 
PROBABLY WIPE OUT WHAT REMAINS OF THE WEST... AND FOR WHAT? SO 
A PARASITICAL FLEA, ACTING ABSOLUTELY LIKE A MAD DOG FOR ITS OWN 
SECTIONAL INTERESTS, PARTICULARLY AMONGST ITS OWN ELITES, COULD 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY PLAY THE ROLE OF THE "SPECIAL 
HUMANITARIAN GROUP", WHILST PLAYING A GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATE ROLE IN DESTROYING THE PILLARS OF WESTERN 
CIVILISATION, GIVEN THAT WESTERNERS THEMSELVES, PARTICULAR 
THOSE OF PROTESTANT ORIGIN, HAD GONE TOO FAR DOWN THE PATH OF 
MASSIFICATION-ATOMISATION, URBANISATION, SECULARISATION, 
MATERIALISM, HEDONISM, ETC., WITH THE REST ALSO JOINING IN... WELL 
DONE FUCKING ANIMALS AND RETARDS - A JOB FUCKING WELL DONE... I 
HOPE THE CHINESE, JAPANESE, AND ALL THOSE WITH HISTORIES, 
CIVILISATIONS AND BRAINS, ARE TAKING CAREFUL NOTE... FOR THEIR 
SAKE(S)... 



IT'S QUITE SIMPLE REALLY: 


IF MY TRIBE IS DEAD, AND I AS AN INDIVIDUAL CAN’T DO ANYTHING TO 
FIGHT YOU, LET ALONE DEFEAT YOU, I AM NOT DISCUSSING ANYTHING 
WITH YOU, EVER . ALL I HAVE TO SAY TO YOU, IS "FUCK YOU! YOU FUCKING 
DISGUSTING ANIMAL!!! FUCK YOU!!! MAY THE DAY COME THAT ANOTHER 
TRIBE CRUSHES YOU, YOU FUCKING DISGUSTING ANIMAL!!! FUCK YOU!!!" 

SO AS YOU CAN SEE, IT REALLY IS VERY SIMPLE... 


'Ev tsAikt] dvaAuasi, f] ouaia 
too oAou 08[Taxo(; xrjc; 
av0pa)mvr|q inrap^eax; dvai 
ai opaSst;, oi av0pa)7toi £vxo<; 
Kai EKxoq aoxoov, ai axsasiq 
Tcov, Kai 6 xd>po<; (Kai r\ 
auxoo Kaxavopf] psxaxrj^ 
Tiapaycjoyrjqfj Kai 
aTTOKxr|G£a)(; x£ Kai 
Kaxavoprjq aya0d)v). 



Ms (TSVa, d^LOXipS 
7iapaxr|pr|Tfi Kai Laxopucs, 
aitoyovs xou 

XaAKOKOvSuAou, aaxoAoupai 
cogttou va aupprj sv, Suo 
xivoov: sixs f] depict; xou 
Xapou, sixs f] sAsucric; pou su; 
xo (pax;, xf]v 0aAaxxav, xa<; 
BaAdxxaq Kai xov xotiov xov 
ayiov xcov f]pd)v Ttpoyovcov 

upoov. 


EVERYBODY MUST OBEY THE LAW!!! 

THIS SITE DOES NOT ADVOCATE ANY POLITICAL OR SOCIAL 
CHANGE WHATSOEVER!!! 

THIS SITE WISHES EVERYONE GOOD LUCK AND THE BEST OF 
HEALTH!!! 



THIS SITE LOVES ALL PEOPLE OL ALL RACES, RELIGIONS AND 
IDENTITIES - PROVIDED THEY ARE NOT RETARDED AND INCLINED 
TO ENTERING INTO SPACES WHICH ARE NOT THEIRS!!! 

IF PEOPLE ARE IDEOLOGICALLY RETARDED, LIKE MOST (OR 
PROBABLY NEARLY ALL) “PROFESSORS”, THEN THIS SITE CANNOT 
DO ANYTHING FOR YOU... GO AND SEE YOUR LOCAL OR 
INTERNATIONAL MENTAL HEALTH PROFESSIONAL FOR 
“ASSISTANCE”... HAHAHAHAHA!!! 

VARIATIONS ON A THEME: NOW LISTEN HERE, ANIMAL!!! DON’T 
THINK EVERYONE IS ASLEEP, BECAUSE SOME OF US ARE NOT!!! 

IN THE 20TH CENTURY, MY TRIBE (HELLENES, GREEKS, RHOMIOI, 
PONTIOI) LOST MORE THAN 1 MILLION INNOCENTS BECAUSE OF 
WAR AND OR FAMINE AND OR OTHER CATASTROPHES SUCH AS 
GENOCIDE/BEING MASSACRED, ETC., IN ADDITION TO PROBABLY 
MORE THAN 2 MILLION (FROM THE LATE 19 th CENTURY) WHO 
MIGRATED FROM GREECE AND THE BROADER 
GREEK/HELLENIC/ROMAN WORLD TO (ZIO-)ANGLO COUNTRIES 
LIKE THE USA, AUSTRALIA, CANADA, UK + GERMANY ETC. AND 
WERE LOST FOREVER TO HELLENISM (I.E. THROUGH THE 
MIGRANTS’ DESCENDANTS). NOW, IF I EXTEND MY TRIBE TO INCL. 
ALL EASTERN ORTHODOX CHRISTIANS SUCH AS SERBS, 
ARMENIANS, BULGARIANS AND RUSSIANS ET AL., IN THE 20TH 
CENTURY, THERE WERE MORE THAN 30 MILLION INNOCENT, 
MOSTLY PEASANT AND PROLETARIAN, DEATHS. SO YOU SEE, 
FUCKING DISGUSTING ANIMAL, JUST BECAUSE YOUR ELITES HAVE 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY CONTROLLED THE MASS MEDIA 
AND MASS EDUCATION/INDOCTRINATION SYSTEMS IN THE CORE 
(ZIO-)USA COUNTRIES, ESPECIALLY SINCE WW2, THAT, JUST AS 
YOU DON'T GIVE A FUCK ABOUT OUR 30 OR MORE MILLION 
INNOCENTS DEAD (BECAUSE IF YOU DID, YOU'D PROJECT OUR 
LOSSES AT ABOUT FIVE TIMES THE NUMBER OF PROJECTIONS YOU 
MAKE OF YOUR LOSSES WHEN YOU DON'T EVEN PROJECT OUR 



LOSSES AT 1/5 OR 1/100!!! OF THE RATE OF YOUR OWN SELF¬ 
PROJECTION!! ! - YOU GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY CONTROL 
THE MASS MEDIA DON'T FORGET YOU FUCKING SICK, DISGUSTING 
ANIMALS, ETC.), WE WHO ARE NOT SLEEPING DON’T GIVE A FUCK 
ABOUT YOUR 6 OR WHATEVER IT IS MILLION (IT COULD BE MORE, 
I DON’T KNOW, BUT I DON’T GIVE A FUCK - THAT I DO KNOW!). I 
CRY AND MOURN AND CRY AND MOURN FOR MY MILLIONS, YOU 
FUCKING DISGUSTING ANIMAL! YOU CRY FOR YOUR MILLIONS! 
THAT’S THE WAY IT WORKS. IF YOUR ELITES ARE RICH AND 
“CONNECTED” ENOUGH TO SET UP E.G. 6 MILLION SHRINES, 
MONUMENTS, TEMPLES ALL OVER THE WEST FOR YOUR DEAD, 
GOOD LUCK TO YOU. BUT DON’T GIVE ME ANY “I’M DOING IT FOR 
HUMANITY” BULLSHIT, BECAUSE IF YOU WERE DOING IT “FOR 
HUMANITY” YOU’D SET UP, GIVEN THAT YOUR ELITES ARE SO 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY RICH, MORE THAN 30 MILLION 
MONUMENTS FOR MY DEAD, ETC.. IN ANY EVENT, IF ONE 
ACTUALLY COUNTS ALL OF HUMANITY’S INNOCENT DEAD IN THE 
20TH CENTURY, ONE GETS A FIGURE OF MORE THAN 200 MILLION 
DEAD... 

SO, IF, HYPOTHETICALLY SPEAKING, HAN-MAN BECAME 
HEGEMON-MAN IN THE 21ST CENTURY - WHICH OF COURSE MAY 
NEVER HAPPEN (BECAUSE IT MIGHT BE THAT APE-MAN BECOMES 
HEGEMON-MAN, OR SOMEONE ELSE...) - THEN SOMEONE VERSED 
IN TALKING ABOUT THE TRUTH AS EMPIRICAL FACTS, AND WITH 
LOGICAL CONSISTENCY, WOULD TALK ABOUT HAN-MAN’S 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE ACCUMULATIONS OF FORMS OF 
POWER, TAKING OVER FROM ZIO-PROTESTANT-AMERICAN MAN 
OF THE 20TH CENTURY. AND BECAUSE I LOVE KINH-MAN, FOR MY 
OWN PERSONAL REASONS, I’D BE VERY UPSET ABOUT HAN-MAN 
WIELDING GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER OVER 
KINH-MAN, AS APPARENTLY HAS ALREADY STARTED... 

AND THAT’S THE WAY IT GOES... WHEN YOU STRIP ALL THE 
IDEOLOGICAL BULLSHIT AWAY, WHAT YOU GET IS MEN IN 



GROUPS AND GROUPS COMPETING AGAINST ONE ANOTHER (OVER 
SPACE AND GOODS AND THEIR (PRODUCTION AND) 
DISTRIBUTION). THAT IS THE CORE. 

SO YOU, YOU FUCKING DISGUSTING SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, 
WITH ALL YOUR TOTALLY LUCKING DISGUSTING BULLSHIT 
ABOUT INDIVIDUALS WITHOUT GROUPS WHEN YOU ARE 
ACTIVELY PROMOTING THE INTERESTS OL A TINY DISGUSTINGLY 
UGLY, SUBJECTIVELY SEEN, IN-GROUP, YOU CAN GO AND GET 
LUCKED!!! 

WHAT A SERIOUS, DETAILED STUDY OF P.K. AND THE GREATS 
DOES IS THAT IT LIBERATES THE MIND, IF ONE CAN UNDERSTAND 
P.K. AND THE GREATS, FROM ALL IDEOLOGICAL BULLSHIT, AND 
THEN ALLOWS ONE TO IDENTIFY WITH ONE’S OWN GROUP 
WITHOUT ANY INHIBITIONS (IF ONE WANTS TO SO IDENTIFY), 

EVEN THOUGH ONE KNOWS THAT DEEP-DOWN IT’S ALL BULLSHIT, 
INCL. ONE’S OWN GROUP, BUT THAT FOR THE PURPOSES OF THE 
MASSES, SURVIVAL, CULTURE, ETC. THEN THE SPIN - IN 
WHATEVER FORM - MUST TAKE PLACE... 

THAT’S THE WAY, IN A NUTSHELL, HUMAN SOCIETIES WORK... 
(MACHIAVELLI MORE OR LESS POINTED THIS OUT A NUMBER OF 
CENTURIES AGO)... AND THAT WILL NEVER EVER EVER 
CHANGE EVER !!! 

SO FUCK OFF ANIMAL!!! I’M NOT TALKING TO YOU EVER!!! I 
CONTROL MY SITE FOR AS LONG AS IT IS ONLINE - AND IF IT GOES 
OFFLINE, I DON’T, ULTIMATELY, GIVE A FUCK, BUT FOR AS LONG 
AS I HAVE THE TIME AND I’M ENJOYING IT, THAT’S WHAT I SHALL 
DO, CARING NOT ONE IOTA ABOUT WHETHER I HAVE 0 READERS 
OR 1 READER OR 0 READERS. 

ALL THAT MATTERS TO ME IS THAT I NEVER MET MY 
GRANDPARENTS AND THAT MY TRIBE IS DEAD. 

EVERYTHING ELSE IS TIA TO nOYTIO... AS FOURTH HISTORICAL 
PHASE “GREEK” YOUTH SAY NOWADAYS... 



[[N.B.: WE FULLY UNDERSTAND THAT INTERNATIONAL 
RELATIONS/AFFAIRS AND GEOPOLITICS AND STATE INTERESTS 
ETC. OFTEN DO NOT COINCIDE WITH CULTURAL PREFERENCES, 
IDENTITIES, SIMILARITIES, ETC.. AND SINCE THAT IS REALITY, I.E. 

A REALITY OF RELATIONS OF FORMS OF POWER, "A" POWER 
OFTEN IS ALLIED WITH "B" POWER TO OPPOSE "C" POWER, EVEN 
THOUGH "A" POWER IS CULTURALLY, RELIGIOUSLY,... AND/OR 
RACIALLY, ETHNOLOGICALLY,... VERY SYMPATHETICALLY 
INCLINED TOWARDS AND/OR SIMILAR OR (NEARLY) IDENTICAL TO 
"C" POWER WHILST BEING EVEN DISGUSTED BY "B" POWER... 
THAT'S THE WAY REALITY WORKS... LIKE IT OR NOT...]] 


AND WHILST WE'RE AT IT: 
WHY 

DON'T, YOU, YOU 
FUCKING 

DISGUSTING ANIMALS - 
SINCE 

YOU INSIST THAT "ALL 
HUMANS 



ARE EQUAL AND HAVE 
THE 


SAME INHERENT EQUAL 
VALUE 


ETC." - OPEN UP 


YOUR SATANIC 


CIRCUS MONKEY COMPOUND 


TO SIX (6) MILLION 


IMMIGRANTS (SUB-SAHARAN 


AFRICANS AND OR 


MOHAMMEDANS OF ALL KINDS, 



AND EVEN 


HINDUS AND 


CHINESE), AND REFUGEES, SO 


YOU CAN BE CULTURALLY AND 


RACIALLY ENRICHED BY SIX (6) 


MILLION BEAUTIFUL MULTI¬ 


RACIAL AND MULTI-CULTURAL 


REFUGEES AND IMMIGRANTS, 


WHO ARE ALL HUMANS JUST AS 


VALUABLE AS THE SIX (6) 


MILLION OF YOUR DEAD, 



YOU FUCKING DISGUSTING 


ANIMALS?!!! FUCK YOU!!! 
YOU 

ARE SO FUCKING 
SICKENING!!! 

WORDS CANNOT 
DESCRIBE HOW 

FUCKING SICKENING 
YOU 

ARE!!! THERE ARE N.G.O.s 
FROM 


YOUR SATANIC CIRCUS 



MONKEY COMPOUND 
AND OR 

FUNDED BY YOUR 
DIASPORA 

SUPPORTING THE 
TAKEOVER OF 

MY ANCESTORS' ISLANDS 
AND 

OTHER TERRITORY BY 

MOHAMMEDAN AND 
OTHER 



OBJECTS OF TURKEY'S 
AND 

GERMANY'S ETC. 
FOREIGN 


POLICIES AND CRIMINAL 
GANGS 


ETC., WHILST 


YOU HOLD THAT 


YOUR SATANIC CIRCUS 


MONKEY COMPOUND IS 


SACRED, AND THAT THE LANDS 


OF MY ANCESTORS ARE NOT!!! 


WELL, FUCK YOU!!! ROT IN 



HELL DISGUSTING SATANIC 


CIRCUS MONKEY ANIMALS!!! 


YOUR TURN WILL COME AND 


UNTIL_ _ _ 

THEN, FUCK YOU!! 

FACT THAT "MY" COMPATRIOTS ARE ABSOLUTELY FUCKING USELESS AND 
WONT DEFEND THEIR TERRITORY IS OF COURSE NOT YOUR FAULT. ONLY WE 
CAN AND MUST BE COLLECTIVELY BLAMED. BUT, YOU AND YOUR DIASPORA 
WITH ALL YOUR GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE NUMBERS OF BILLIONAIRES 
AND OWNERS OF BANKS, FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS, MASS MEDIA AND 
ENTERTAINMENT (PROPAGANDA), OCCUPIERS OF CHAIRS IN "ACADEMIC 
INSTITUTIONS" (PROPAGANDA), COURTS, N.G.O.s, ETC., ETC., ETC., HAVE ALL 
PLAYED THEIR ROLE IN CONTRIBUTING TO THE LOBOTOMISATION OF "MY" 
COMPATRIOTS' MINDS, INCL. THROUGH (ZIO-)AMERICAN IMPERIALISM, 
EMBASSIES, CONTROL/"INFLUENCE"/PROBABLY BRIBERY OF "OUR" 
POLITICIANS, INTELLECTUALS, ACADEMICS, MEDIA FUNCTIONARIES, ET AL„ 
ETC., ETC., ETC.,... AS WELL AS THE WARS WHICH YOU AGAIN HAVE GROSSLY 
DISPROPORTIONATELY HAD A HAND IN WAGING AND FUCKING UP... NOT TO 
MENTION KISSINGER AND CYPRUS, ETC., ETC., ETC.,...) 


(NOW THE 



OR: After 3,500 to 4,000 years of Hellenism in all its many 
and varied and extremely diverse, but still Hellenic 
compared to non-Hellenic forms, we really need "cultural 
and racial enrichment" by Hordes of Africans, Asiatics and 
Mohammedans taking over our remaining (we've already 
lost more than half of our) Historic Lands and Territories... 
NOBODY SAID FUCKING ANIMALS THAT we cannot 
absorb a few or even some Africans and Asiatics (and 
perhaps even (very few) Mohammedans - at least 
theoretically) - BUT ONLY UP TO A POINT... and THAT 
PRECISELY APPLIES TO ALL HISTORIC PEOPLES, 
FUCKING DISGUSTING ANIMALS!!! 


The following article deals with matters P.K. DOES NOT delve into at any 
length because they are at least in part outside of the spheres of historical 
sociology and social ontology/anthropology, the European history of ideas, or 
P.K.'s views on the theory of knowledge. It is, however, a very interesting and 
thought-provoking article. Whilst groups and individuals have always co¬ 
existed - for there cannot be human individuals without some kind of 
relationship to the ultimate pre-existence (and existence) of some kind of 
human or initially humanoid/human-like/becoming group, and whilst human 
groups cannot exist without the individuals who make up the group, even if 
such individuals also in part belong to another group or other (sub-)groups, it 
cannot be doubted that in World Letters, Homer's epics display the first 
examples of Man as Individual competing with other Individuals for Group 
Recognition in a way which sociologically-historically could be called Western 
(cf. ©eoSmpoq Zi&Kaq, who adds, inter alia and grosso modo, that the Helleno- 
Christian Element adds to the Group-Individual Dynamic depicted in Homer a 
"Humanising" Dimension, which Harmonises the Individual as Person as part 
of a Group (= in my interpretation, a racial/ethnological-cultural basis to 
society which by no means needs or demands "purity", but which on the other 
hand, secures a Level of Group Continuity as Culture related to Race/Ethnos - 
also cf. KovTOYKopyri^. In other words, Race, broadly or ethnologically defined, 
is a Core Element of Group and Individual Identity along with Culture tied to 
Geographical Region without being Absolute and Totally Exclusive 
Magnitudes. The End Point of Mixing Everything with Everything in a 
Continuous Borderless FLOW will be the (auto-)Genocide of at least some 


Historical Collectivities, whilst other Groups or Collectivities - New and Old - 
will (be (re-)formed and) Survive... = That might be fine for YOU if your Group 
is going to Survive, but it's NOT FINE with ME because MY GROUP is DYING or 
DEAD...). The Reality also is, however, that the West itself has millennia-long 
and centuries-long layers of all kinds of group and individual-related 
development, including in relation to Faith, Science, Technology, etc., and it 
was the centuries-long Development and Advent of Industrial Capitalism and 
its Spread(ing) Across the Globe which set in Motion Developments which 
through the Heterogony of Ends - i.e. the Innumerable Interactions of 
Interactions of various levels of Human Interaction incl. through and with 
geographical, anthropological-social-ontological, sociological, geopolitical, 
technological, economic, etc. factors - have brought about a Situation in which 
various Western Groups ((sub-)races, ethne, nations) are in effect 
(potentially) Auto-Genociding themselves out of Existence, incl. through the 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE ideological/ influential/money-banking etc. 
INPUT of a particular group centred in the USA as pre-eminent Western 
geopolitical/economic/mass-cultural Power since WW2 (but previously and 
or still also in France, UK, Germany,...), following at least a couple of centuries 
of progressive and continuing Massification, Atomisation (traditional family 
breakdown), Urbanisation, Secularisation, Hedonistic "Lobotimisation",... 
etc.,... SO THAT group cognitive differences IN THE END, ULTIMATELY, MEAN 
NOTHING IN TERMS OF GROUP SURVIVAL if the FACTS CLEARLY INDICATE 
that DEMOGRAPHY IS DESTINY and that Advanced Atomisation and 
Hedonistic "Lobotomisation" = (potential) GROUP SUICIDE due to very low 
levels of GROUP CONSCIOUSNESS, Feminism/Feminisation and low birth¬ 
rates, Other Worship and a Lack of Defending Borders; Spitting, Defecating 
and Urinating on one's own BIOLOGICAL AND OR CULTURAL ANCESTORS 
etc., etc., etc.,... In any event, it's an article worth reading and exploring as to 
which points one could agree and as to which points one could disagree in 
terms of theoretical analysis... 

https://www.eurocanadian.ca/2018/07/the-higher-cognitive-fluidity-of- 

white-origins-consciousness.html#more?temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 


There is absolutely NO DOUBT WHATSOEVER as 
INCONTROVERTIBLE HISTORICAL FACT that all of 
Europe, incl. the Roman Empire and the Eastern Roman 
Empire, which obviously stretched into Northern Africa 
and the Middle East, was relatively varying shades and 
degrees of white or white-based, and that a culture and a 
people have an aesthetic aspect and identity to their 





(historical) collective identities, and the CORE of being a 
Roman - either in the classical or in the Eastern Roman 
Hellenising or Hellenised version - was being relatively 
white, so that even if a region contained Hellenised 
Barbarians and Barbarians who had not Hellenised, 
everyone always knew that the Hellenes and Romans qua 
Hellenes and or qua Romans were (originally) from Greece 
and Asia Minor and Italy and were relatively white, even if 
e.g. Italians incl. the absorbed and assimilated minority of 
Etruscans and approx, less than 3% of Eastern Roman 
Emperors were (mixed) Arabs and about 7% were 
(mixed) Armenians, and did not have 50+% or 75+% 
Hellenic or Roman or Slavic descent/blood - yet with the 
Armenians, and even the Arabs, being able to more or less 
"fit in" the malleable and adaptable nature of Hellenic 
culture and the Hellenic-Roman aesthetic, anyway. Now, a 
people can decide to infuse black African and Asian and 
other races and mixes into their national identity and 
aesthetic (e.g. England after WW2 and esp. since the 
1990s), but at some point, if it is done TOO MUCH, that 
people will increasingly lose touch with its historical 
collective aesthetic and historical collective identity, so 
that even the teaching and handing down of myth and 
history (including the myths in history and the history in 
myths) becomes something which children and adults do 
not (instinctively) associate with, for the bonds of KIN 
have been broken irretrievably. A people are a kind of 
extended family, which of course can absorb the Other, but 
whilst still maintaining its historical racial, ethnological 
and cultural CORE - something the Greeks and the Chinese 
and the Japanese et al. - have done to varying degrees of 
racial homogeneity, but with at least CONSIDERABLE 
racial homogeneity - for millennia. By totally discounting 



race and historical continuity as a basis of collective 
identity, then what one is doing is creating the basis for a 
Jungle of Massified and Atomised Apes which won't be 
able to come together in times of crises and war or after 
civil war, whereas in a state of mass hedonistic 
consumption, there seems to be "no (serious) problem". 
Science cannot e.g. discount the possibility of e.g. Australia 
existing as a multi-racial Anglo-based culture for decades 
or centuries, but eventually a people expanding and 
solidifying on a (much) more solid racial basis, e.g. the 
Chinese with their 90% Han basis and or Indonesians with 
their particular Asian mix, will be able to move in for the 
KILL when that time comes. Strong collective identities 
usually have a strong historical consciousness based on 
DESCENT AND BLOOD, i.e. RACE as a KEY and CORE, but 
not (necessarily) exclusive, ELEMENT of one's historical 
collective culture, aesthetic and identity. Everything else is 
lobotomised, insane (Zio-)American and or SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY PROPAGANDA-BULLSHIT which seeks to 
Divide and Rule, and Divide and Conquer, so that A 
TOTALLY SICK AND ABSOLUTELY DISGUSTING 
(subjectively seen as a matter of Taste, of course) TINY 
MINORITY (as led by their "international, cosmopolitan" 
and other elites) CAN ACCUMULATE AND WIELD 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE FORMS OF POWER incl. 
through a GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE crystallisation 
of power based on the international monetary system in 
turn resting on (Zio-)USA geopolitical hegemony - and that 
is why Han Chinese planners and strategists MUST, if the 
Chinese want to survive and prosper, SMASH and or 
DISMANTLE (preferably bit by bit rather than in one 
confrontation which can destroy the whole planet), the 
current ABSOLUTELY DISGUSTING STATE OF AFFAIRS. On 



the other hand, if (Zio-)USA elites "get their shit together", 
as it appears Trump is trying to do, then maybe the world 
will find a kind of modus vivendi based on a bi-polar 
central (USA-China) and then multi-polar (USA-China- 
Russia-Germany-India) balance and the various world 
regions will be able to keep their historical collective 
identities, their respective racial and ethnological CORES, 
which by no means are or need to be "pure", but cannot 
but be relatively homogeneous for the sake of having an 
adequately grounded historical collective identity. 

Cf.: 

https://www.eurocanadian.ca/2018/07/self-deception- 

is-intrinsic-to-conservative-support-for- 

diversity.html?temp-new-window-replacement=true 

(Of course, the "glue" for a society can be e.g. more so based on Religion and 
the Sword (Despotism) than Race and Ethnicity as in the case of the Ottoman 
and modern Turks, but for the vast majority of historical peoples, race (more 
tightly or more broadly defined) has been a KEY, CORE ELEMENT of collective 
identity). 


It's one thing to get carried away with Satire and Parody 
and Emotions... and it's another thing to never forget that 
Reality says that the Pre-Eminent Naval-Sea Power and 
Hegemon continues in 2018 to be the USA, following GB, 
from c. 1945, and that a "pathetic" little country like 
Greece, if it wants to survive - and it seems its elite and 
people have been saying it doesn't want to survive - must 
work within a particular geopolitical framework, LIKE IT 
OR NOT, until it can get to a point where it can actually 
Survive and have a relatively higher level of independence 
(at this point, 2018, it still seems to me that it's too late... 





but it ain't really and truly and FINALLY over until the Fat 
Lady sings...]... 

http://greeknation.blogspot.com/2018/07/blog- 

post 310.html?temp-new-window-replacement=true 

This article by "the Son of Mazis", might seem - at first superficial glance - to 
contradict at least in part the article immediately above by "the Son of the God 
of blacksmiths, metalworking, carpenters, craftsmen, artisans, sculptors, 
metallurgy, fire, and volcanoes", but it actually supplements it, and very nicely 
too: 

https://slpress.gr/ethnika/oi-ellhnorwsikes-sxeseis-kai-to-syndromo-ths- 

exarthshs/?temp-new-window-replacement=true 

Q: Can one exclude the possibility that the USA will be able to undermine 
China to such an extent, including as to China's own internal social-political- 
state cohesion, that the USA will be able to continue as Pre-Eminent Hegemon 
and World Super Power throughout all of the 21st century? 

A: No. But neither can one exclude the possibility of the USA shooting itself in 
the foot with permanent irreversible damage on the basis of multi-racial, 
multi-cultural Diversity, de-industrialisation or lack of internal product/goods 
production cum GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE tribal (elite-level] input. 
Further Q: So isn't it better for everyone to just "call it a draw"? 

A: Yes. But Reality doesn't (always] work that way... 

[[Extreme Conclusion? I read somewhere on the internet, I can't remember 
where, that politics in the West today is not about Right vs. Left, but about 
Patriots vs. Globalists, and that the Old Left is closer to the New "far" Right, 
and the New Left is closer to (grossly disproportionately Tribal] International 
Bankers/Usurists/Corporationalists and Globalist Supremacist, anti-white 
Genocidal "Homo-Globo/Degenerate" Super-Racists, and I can't say that those 
thoughts are that far from at least a Part of the Truth... it seems to me that the 
West, macro-historically seen, has run out of productive, dominance¬ 
generating Steam, is Imploding, and it's up to the Han and or the Ape (= 
Anomie] over the next few decades or century or so, or more... to do what they 
can do... and it won't be pretty, even though the former is obviously preferable 
to the latter - if someone is interested in Civilisation...]] 






THOMAS HOBBES translation of THUCYDIDES, History of the Peloponnesian War. 
BOOK III, Chapters 82-83 (The English works of Thomas Hobbes of Malmesbury. 
Thucydides. Thomas Hobbes, translator. London. Bohn. 1843.) 

= basis in describing greed ("avarice and ambition") and personal interest and talking 
ideological bullshit ("they seemed to be servants of the public") to conceal personal 
interests ("their own appetite"), also in times of war and crises supporting one's party 
(Hobbes says "society") rather than one's family (where Hobbes says "kin") etc.,... 


" 82 . For afterwards all Greece, as a man may say, was in commotion; and quarrels 
arose everywhere between the patrons of the commons, that sought to bring in the 
Athenians, and the few, that desired to bring in the Lacedaemonians. Now in time of 
peace they could have had no pretence nor would have been so forward to call them 
in; but being war and confederates to be had for either party, both to hurt their 
enemies and strengthen themselves, such as desired alteration easily got them to 
come in. [ 2 ] And many and heinous things happened in the cities through this 
sedition, which though they have been before and shall be ever as long as human 
nature is the same, yet they are more calm and of different kinds according to the 
several conjunctures. For in peace and prosperity as well cities as private men are 
better minded because they be not plunged into necessity of doing anything against 
their will. But war, taking away the affluence of daily necessaries, is a most 
violent master and conformeth most men's passions to the present 
occasion. The cities therefore being now in sedition and those that fell into it later 
having heard what had been done in the former, they far exceeded the same in 
newness of conceit, both for the art of assailing and for the strangeness of their 
revenges. [ 3 ] The received value of names imposed for signification of things was 
changed into arbitrary. For inconsiderate boldness was counted true-hearted 
manliness; provident deliberation, a handsome fear; modesty, the cloak of 
cowardice; to be wise in everything, to be lazy in everything. [ 4 ] A furious 
suddenness was reputed a point of valour. To re-advise for the better security was 
held for a fair pretext of tergiversation. He that was fierce was always trusty, and he 
that contraried such a one was suspected. He that did insidiate, if it took, was a wise 
man; but he that could smell out a trap laid, a more dangerous man than he. [ 5 ] But 
he that had been so provident as not to need to do the one or the other was said to be 
a dissolver of society and one that stood in fear of his adversary. In brief, he that 
could outstrip another in the doing of an evil act or that could persuade 
another thereto that never meant it was commended. To be kin to 
another was not to be so near as to be of his society because these were 
ready to undertake anything and not to dispute it. [6] For these societies 
were not made upon prescribed laws of profit but for rapine, contrary to 
the laws established. And as for mutual trust amongst them, it was confirmed not 
so much by divine law as by the communication of guilt. And what was well advised 
of their adversaries, they received with an eye to their actions to see whether they 
were too strong for them or not, and not ingenuously. [ 7 ] To be revenged was in 
more request than never to have received injury. And for oaths (when any were) of 
reconcilement, being administered in the present for necessity, were of force to such 
as had otherwise no power; but upon opportunity, he that first durst thought his 
revenge sweeter by the trust than if he had taken the open way. For they did not only 
put to account the safeness of that course but, having circumvented their adversary 
by fraud, assumed to themselves withal a mastery in point of wit. And dishonest 




men for the most part are sooner called able than simple men honest, 
and men are ashamed of this title but take a pride in the other. 

The cause of all this is desire of rule out of avarice and ambition, and the 
zeal of contention from those two proceeding. [8] For such as were of authority in the 
cities, both of the one and the other faction, preferring under decent titles, one, the 
polit- ical equality of the multitude, the other, the moderate aristoc- racy, though in 
words they seemed to be servants of the public, they made it in effect but 
the prize of their contention; and striving by whatsoever means to 
overcome both ventured on most horrible outrages and prosecuted their 
revenges still fartheir without any regard of justice or the public good, 
but limiting them, each faction, by their own appetite, and stood ready, 
whether by unjust sentence or with their own hands, when they should 
get power, to satisfy their present spite. So that neither side made account to 
have anything the sooner done for religion [of an oath], but he was most commended 
that could pass a business against the hair with a fair oration. The neutrals of the 
city were destroyed by both factions, partly because they would not side 
with them and partly for envy that they should so escape. 

83- Thus was wickedness on foot in every kind throughout all Greece by the occasion of their 
sedition. Sincerity (whereof there is much in a generous nature) was laughed 
down; and it was far the best course to stand diffidently against each other with their 
thoughts in battle array, which no speech was so powerful nor oath terrible enough to 
disband. [ 2 ] And being all of them the more they considered the more desperate of 
assurance, they rather contrived how to avoid a mischief than were able to rely on any man's 
faith. [ 3 ] And for the most part, such as had the least wit had the best success; for both their 
own defect and the subtlety of their adversaries putting them into a great fear to be overcome 
in words, or at least in preinsidiation, by their enemies' great craft, they therefore went 
roundly to work with them with deeds. [ 4 ] Whereas the other, not caring though they were 
perceived and thinking they needed not to take by force what they might do by plot, were 
thereby unprovided and so the more easily slain." 


This is how "the job" was done, in general terms, in Yugoslavia, and next in 
G?????. Borrow from us - the fact though that they borrow means that the 
lender can't ever be solely to blame; in a competitive world geopolitical 
environment, there are many reasons to borrow to modernise, and for many 
other reasons... - anyway, borrow from us, interest rates go up, subjugation to 
German and USA policy, then, divide and rule along ethnic and or religious/ 
ideological lines (and it doesn't help if your people have become decadent, 
degenerate animals without children) - of course, it can't be denied that a 
patriotic Croat, Albanian, Bosniak Mohammedan et al. would prefer to have 
their own ethno-state - and, blame Serbs for everything and call them "Nazis", 
"mass rapists", "national socialists" so that the Zio-lobotomised-American 
(and Western) public (i.e. influenced GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY by 
Zio-controlled mass media/propaganda) can follow the international 
GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATELY in number Zio-Bankers of international 



finance - and there are many historical reasons for that reality going back 
hundreds of years - along with the (Zio-)USA and German political 
elites/oligarchs and all their lap dog agents in journalism, N.G.O.s, secret 
services, femofaggot lobotomisation, etc.,... in stigmatising Serbia and 
Orthodoxy, etc., etc., etc. (no-one is saying Serbians "did nothing” or were 
"innocent" - the presentation of facts however was undoubtedly totally one¬ 
sided, lop-sided, and with the omission of all the very many facts "which do 
not suit us"... as always happens....) These are the - subjectively 

seen of course - TOTALLY FUCKING DISGUSTING, 
REVOLTING, UTTERLY DEPLORABLE AND DESPICABLE 
VOMIT-INDUCING ANIMALS IN CHARGE OF "THE WEST", 
AND WHILST THEY WILL SINK THE WEST, SOONER OR 
LATER - IT'S COMING -... THERE IS NO VIABLE 


ALTERNATIVE. BUT don't think that what happened to 
Yugoslavia, mutatis mutandis, can't eventually happen 
even to the USA itself, i.e. break up along ethnic(/racial) 
and or cultural/linguistic and or religious/ideological 
lines... it might seem like a totally impossible scenario 
today, but in 2118 it may not seem so "fantastical"... or 
even well before then... SO whenever it suits us, "racism", 
"sexism", "homophobia" and "Nazism" and "dictatorship" 
are EVIL, but when it does not suit us, e.g. in the Ukraine, 
in Saudi Arabia, and in dozens of other examples going 
back to before WW1... such "evil phenomena" are suddenly 
irrelevant or non-existent!!!... of course, all major Powers 
or hegemonic Powers act in such a way, and that will 
never change... and someone living comfortably in the 
West is - like it or not - part of the process of enjoying such 
comforts provided by the money/technology/etc.-driven 
West, even though one knows it is not fair or just... BUT 
THAT'S REALITY, SO GET OVER IT... though from the point 
of view of scientific observation, it doesn't mean we have 
to worship the SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY (unless e.g. we 
have a job and want to keep it!), even though it has us - 




ultimately, one way or another - firmly in its clutches, and 
around and around and around we go... 

http://ardin-rixi.gr/archives/208852?temp-new-wmdow-replacement=true 

(and just to repeat again: when actually engaged in 
absolutely consistent science, emotionally loaded terms 
such as "Satan" and "femofaggotism" and "Nazi" (when not 
talking about actual national socialists until 1945), etc., are 
not used, so if you want absolutely consistent science, 
read, study and learn from P.K., and stop wasting your 
time here...) 


Sometimes we have to repeat things in the attempt to Enlighten the 

Stuyid (though if they insist on disagreeing , we don't care - it's their 

prerogative): 

Individual to Individual we might get along just fine, and in fact 
agree on a (surprisingly) lot of things, BUT, once we look at 
matters macro-historically and with a focus on historical 
collective identity, then we can even HATE each other, and very 
acutely too. 

YOUR ARGUMENT, therefore, that we should all treat one 
another as individuals and view one another as individuals ONLY 
applies to YOUR way of looking at things because: a) your 
GROUP or the GROUP you (think you) support has the relative 
Upper Hand compared to my GROUP, which has tended or still 
tends to Abolish and Auto-Genocide itself within the Plexus of 
Relations in which you enjoy and have earned, stolen, etc. (with 
whatever means were necessary over a very, very, very, long 
period of Time) GROSSLY DISPROPORTIONATE forms of 
POWER, and because: b) you want YOUR GROUP to continue 
having the Upper Hand relative to my and other Groups. 

YOU CAN NEVER EVER EVER convince me of Anything with 
your Argument, because my Grandparents, whom I never met, 
are MY WORLD (both BIOLOGICALLY as to BLOOD, as well 







as GEOGRAPHICALLY as to SOIL (even if I am not physically 
located where I should be, I never forget where HOME is - even if 
I only live it in my HEART, it’s still HOME with a fixed 
geographical point of orientation and to YOU I say "FUCK 
YOU!!!"), and furthermore CULTURALLY as to a certain 
flexibility of racial and cultural inclusion and absorption, which 
still however is not so flexible as to eliminate the diving line 
between OUR respective GROUPS and vis-a-vis other groups). 
Hence, MY GRANDPARENTS are ME and I am THEM, and to 
YOU, when you insist that I abandon them, I SAY M FUCK YOU, 
YOU DISGUSTING, REVOLTING, HORRIBLY UGLY 
ANIMAL!!! LUCK YOU, YOU SATANIC CIRCUS 
MONKEY!!!". I can talk to you as one individual to another 
individual BUT when you suggest that I abandon MY GROUP in 
order to Submit to your GROUP (either directly or indirectly, 
and with all sorts of SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY SOPHISTRY 
AND PHILISTINISM), if I can help it and am able to, then all I 
have to say to you is 'TUCK YOU!!! DIE, DIE, DIE!!! 
DISGUSTING, REVOLTING, DESPICABLE, ABOMINABLE, 
PARASITICAL, TOO UGLY TO DESCRIBE SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY!!! DIE, DIE, DIE!!!". 

I stand PROUD with Homer, with Thucydides, with Marcus 
Aurelius, with Anna Komnene, with John VI Kantakouzenos, 
with Vitsentzos Kornaros, with Nikitaras, with Nikos Stavridis, 
with Baggelis Perpiniadis, with Sarantos I. Kargakos, and 
thousands of others, and SAY TO YOU SQUARELY: 

"FUCK YOU!!!" - which means you should have your SPACE, 
and I should have mine, if I am good enough to have a SPACE, 
and if you are good enough to have your SPACE. 

OF COURSE, I and my Group are losing or effectively have lost 
OUR SPACE, but don't think YOUR TURN won't come, 
SATAN!!! YOU are going to lose YOUR SPACE TOO, whether 
within a number of decades, or much later... YOUR LOSS WILL 
HAPPEN, and in regard to that, I REJOICE, for you REJOICED 
(AND OR SIMPLY DID NOT CARE) as MY GROUP DIED, 
YOU DISGUSTING, FILTHY, TOO UGLY FOR WORDS, 
ANIMAL!!! (and just to say it again, one more time, I am or can 



be just as Satanic and Revolting and Ugly to YOU, as you are to 
ME - and because I can’t get YOU, it does not mean that someone 
else won’t get YOU - in fact, it is certain, sooner or later, someone 
(regardless of whether his group is his grandparents or is based 
on some other fundamental arrangement), will come after YOU 
TOO!!! HAHAHAHAHA!!! And in the meantime, we should 
ALL OBEY and ABIDE BY THE LAW, and enjoy what we have, 
because otherwise Life is too short...)... You are all welcome to 
read and appreciate P.K. if you are interested and capable - free 
of charge(!) based on literally tens and tens and tens of thousands 
of hours of HARD MENTAL (and physical) LABOUR on P.K.'s 
(and C.L.’s) part, but otherwise, that’s where our communication 
ends, more or less (I doubt it very much that anyone would ever 
have anything constructive to say, given that P.K. can only be 
done justice by STUDYING ALL OL HIS WORK IN TOTO IN 
GERMAN, or to a lesser but still more or less sufficient extent, in 
Greek - and as far as I am aware, not many people, apart from 
me, have done, or will ever do that, and if someone does DO IT, 
all there is, is AWE) . At the end of the day, absolutely consistent 
science, i.e. P.K.’s work, is about intellectual(-spiritual-physical) 
(self-)pleasure - humans will DO (BELIEVE) what they DO 
(BELIEVE), notwithstanding the absolutely consistent scientific 
observation of human affairs to the extent such affairs are 
scientifically knowable. 


Why do we love Cervantes's Don Quijote so much? Because every Man who 
cannot be the Real Deal is shown the way, to be Errant and Content even if only 
Today... 




AS IMPLIED ON THE TRANSLATOR'S PAGE and elsewhere, 
THE PROCESS OF TRANSLATING P.K. INTO ENGLISH IS SO 
MENTALLY EXHAUSTING AND DIFFICULT THAT ONE 
MUST FIND A LEGAL OUTLET TO HAVE SOME "RELIEF" 
FROM THE STRESS OF LIVING, AND MY GREATEST 

RELIEF COMES 

A) FROM THE CULTURE I LOVE AND I AM A PART OF, AS 
WELL AS THE EXQUISITE ALIEN EXAMPLES OF CULTURE 

OF WHICH I AM AWARE 

AND 

B) FROM VERBALLY "BASHING" SATAN AND ITS SATANIC 
CIRCUS MONKEY - BECAUSE WHEN YOU KNOW THAT 
FOR THE PURPOSES OF YOUR LIFE, THEY CANNOT BE 

BEATEN, AND IF YOU REFUSE TO JOIN THEM TOO MUCH 
(BECAUSE UP TO A POINT WE HAVE NO CHOICE BUT TO 
BE LIVING AND WORKING AND BREATHING WITH THEM 
SINCE WE ALL HAVE MONEY, ASSETS, MATERIAL 
INTERESTS, ETC.), THERE'S NOTHING MORE FUN THAN 
TO VERBALLY "BASH" THE FUCKING UGLY MONSTERS, 
DAY AND NIGHT - HAHAHAHAHA - UNTIL DEATH COMES 
FOR US... AS HE WILL COME FOR THEM TOO... 

SO, COMING NEXT, PROBABLY WITHIN A FEW MONTHS 
ARE EXTENDED THOUGHTS IN MY MOTHER TONGUE - 
IT'S VERY HARD OPERATING IN and with ONE'S SECOND 
OR THIRD OR EVEN FOURTH TONGUE... NOT AT ALL EASY 
OR NICE... NO WAY Jose... SO, "WE HAVE TO GET OUT OF 
THIS PLACE, IF IT'S THE LAST THING WE EVER DO,... 
(SHUT UPPA YOU FACE!).... GIRL, THERE’S A BETTER LIFE 

FORME AND YOU..." ETC.,... 



This is definitely one of my favourite songs of all time: LOVE ITU! 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5stkdIqMYaE&temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 

For me nayioo[iT^fjq is as great a singer as e.g. Caruso. And if you don't agree, I 
say to you, FUCK YOU!!! I don't give a FUCK what you think, Fucking 

Dickhead... 


Of course, Caruso is Caruso, and three minutes with Caruso, digitally 
remastered or not, is three minutes that make life worth living... 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VHb8m0e-klQ&temp-new-window- 

replacement-true 


From 1:36 to 2:18, Pau Casals - the great Catalan (and I actually generally 
HATE Catalans for their Historical Violence against My Tribe! - 
HAHAHAHAHA...), actually SLAYS SATAN AND ITS SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY 
(albeit for only 42 seconds) - something that's as rare as Real Enlightenment... 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=toPfjL6LRHs&temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 


And for our Arab and Muslim friends in Egypt, Lebanon, Syria and elsewhere 
who are prepared to meet us half way, we can share in our LOVE for the 
GREATEST SINGER of the 20th century - always in our hearts, whether we 
understand the words or not, we feel them, and DEFEAT with HER, the vicious 
and evil and disgusting SATANIC CIRCUS MONKEY, every time. When Oum 
Kalthoum stands up to sing, we know that for as long as she sings there is no 
root of all EVIL and no SATAN (for newcomers, you need to watch and listen 
to the full 90+ minutes to gain any kind of rudimentary understanding)- 








https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=blcVqN9ZoCo&temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 


Final "Fare Thee Wells" (This is what I'm going out with... even though I've 
already conducted my Funeral elsewhere...) 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xkuoo23bAts&temp-new-window- 

replacement-true 

https ://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KCErbOaxIpc&temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8QSW 7Cc WA&temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-TeWhK-gMfg&temp-new-window- 

replacement=true 
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